Death by Education © In a Blow to Globalism, Trump Withdraws From TPP “Trade” Regime 
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From Russia With Love 


Did Putin Put Trump in the Wnite House’? 
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Foundations: Their Power and Influence 
Renee A. Wormser examines some of America’s most powerful tax-exempt 
foundations: their actions, as opposed to their stated purposes; the 
interlocking groups of men who run them; and their influence on the 
country at large. First published in 1958. (1993ed, 412pp, pb, $19.95; 
2+/$12.95ea) BKFPI 


Dollars & Sense 

Dollars & $ense, by John F. McManus, is an excellent tool for teaching 
Americans about the nature of money and how to solve inflation. Given 
the current economic crisis, it is a must-see! 

Sleeved DVD (2008, 48min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDDAS 

Cased DVD (2008, 48min, 1-9/$5.95ea; 10-24/$4.95ea; 25-49/$3.95ea; 
50-99/$2.95ea; 100-249/$2.25ea; 250+/$1.75ea) DVDDASC 

Audio CD (2008, 42min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$.90ea; 21-49/$.80ea; 
5-99/$.75ea; 100-999/$.70ea; 1000+/$.64ea) CDDAS 

Booklet (2009, 40pp, pb, 1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 
50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$0.75ea) BKLTDAS 


The Law 


Frédéric Bastiat, in his classic exposé of socialism and communism 
as “lawful plunder, ” explains the fundamental principles involved 
in determining the proper scope of government. It explains socialist 
fallacies. (2007ed, 74pp, pb, 1-9/$4.95ea; 10+/$3.95ea) BKL 
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The Shadows of Power 
Author James Perloff exposes the subversive roots and global 
designs of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR). Passed off 
as a think-tank, this group is the “power behind the throne,’ 
with hundreds of top government officials drawn from its 
ranks. The book traces CFR activity from the Wilson to Reagan 
administrations. (2015ed,273pp, pb, 1-9/$10.95ea; 10-24/$9.00ea; 
25-43/$7.50ea; 44+/$6.45ea) BKSOP 


Man, Freedom, & Government 

An enhanced remake of Ezra Taft Benson’s 1968 filmstrip classic, 
this DVD provides a roadmap for restoring our freedoms and 
rights. 

Sleeved DVD (2005, 24min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) 
DVDMFGPS 

Cased DVD (2005, 24min, 1-9/$5.95ea; 10-24/$4.95ea; 25-49/$3.95ea; 
50-99/$2.95ea; 100-249/$2.25ea/ 250+/$1.75ea) DVDMFG 


The Creature From Jekyll Island 


G. Edward Griffin unmasks the secrets behind the manipulation 
of our nation’s money supply by providing an insider’s look at 
how the Federal Reserve came into being and how it controls 
the value of the dollar. (2010, 5th ed, 608pp, pb, 1-11/$22.95ea; 
12+/$21.45ea) BKCFJI 
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for your new 
Freedom Machine 
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4 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
LOCATIONS TO SERVE YOU 


CHINO 
909.993.9200 
12835 Mountain Ave 
Chino, CA 91710 


Our family is grateful for the opportunity to continue to serve your family. LOMA LINDA 
Clarks carries one of the largest selection of supplements in the Inland Empire. We also 909.478.7714 
carry a variety of local and organic produce, a full grocery department; including gluten Dorit genie 
free options, grass fed beef, organic chicken, Vegetarian, Vegan, and Raw foods. We 

strive to provide you with a wide variety of products and services, and always offer 
demos and sampling for you to enjoy! 


We also carry “SUZANNE Organics” Cosmetics & Skincare Collection as an exclusive RANCHO MIRAGE 
retail partner with actress Suzanne Somers, and provide customer make-overs with our 760.324.4626 


. 34175 Monterey Ave. 
make-up artists. Rancho Mirage, CA 92270 


a, *! am thrilled to partner with the 
good people at Clarks as an 
; exclusive retail partner for my ss , 
certified organic and toxic free ee ae sell Lg RIVERSIDE 
cosmetics and skincare collection.” aes 3 ; bf 951.686.4757 


4225 Market St. 
e Riverside, CA 92501 
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POLITICS 


From Russia With Love: Did Putin 

Put Trump in the White House? 

by C. Mitchell Shaw — Hillary Clinton and many in the media 
accused Russia of interfering in the 2016 election in order to 
get Donald Trump in the White House. What really happened? 


Intelligence Community Claims on Trump 
by C. Mitchell Shaw — Some members of the intelligence 
community have claimed that President Trump is not only in 
bed with the Russians, but that he may be being blackmailed. 
Are they credible? 


EDUCATION 
Death by Education 


by Selwyn Duke — Instead of teaching lessons based on the tried 
and true — the results of thousands of years of trial and error — 
schools adhere to the latest whims and fads, damaging youth. 


POLITICS 


In a Blow to Globalism, Trump 

Withdraws From TPP “Trade” Regime 

by Alex Newman — Fulfilling one of his primary campaign 
promises, President Trump withdrew from the TPP, which, though 
called a free trade pact, was designed to create an entity like the EU. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Third-party Players 

by Joe Wolverton II, J.D. — As in the 2016 presidential election, 
past political factions have splintered, with the disaffected politicos 
claiming betrayal. In the early 1800s, they were the Tertium Quids. 


THE LAST WORD 
“Love Trumps Hate!” 
by William EF Jasper 
American Principles 
Letters to the Editor The Goodness of America 
Inside Track Exercising the Right 
QuickQuotes Correction, Please! 
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Why Should We 
Listen to Them? 


It seems all you need is a microphone, and 
you can be as vapid as you like. See Ma- 
donna. If Madonna is so concerned about 
the have-nots, I suggest she donate some 
of her many homes to those have-nots. 
She can only live in one at a time. There 
are other brainless Hollywood types yell- 
ing through their mikes the same message 
as Madonna. Why not step up to the plate 
and share the wealth? 

It always ends up the middle class’s 
responsibility to take care of the have- 
nots. We are barely making it ourselves. 
When do we get to have some comfort in 
life? Hollywood has the excess wealth. 
Hollywood should be sharing more than 
their hot air. 

The acting profession has never been 
noted for its intellectual prowess. Why 
listen to their prattle? Pressure them to 
share the burden, not guilt the middle 
class. 

When in the course of human history 
have humans been fair? Liberals declare 
that life is not fair under U.S. constitu- 
tional government. When then has life 
been fair? Under socialism? (Ha, ha!) 
Under communism (Ha, ha!) Under fas- 
cism? (Ha, ha!) 

An elite is always waiting to live large 
at the expense of the have-nots. That is 
the problem. Hollywood is part of the 
live-large crowd, so why are they so 
vocal? 

They are part of the problem, not only 
money-wise, but morals-wise as well. 
Hollywood should clam up, or give it up, 
not hold fundraisers for others to give; 
they should give. Time to call Hollywood 
on the carpet; give it up for the have-nots. 
Madonna’s bank accounts will do for 
starters, followed by Michael Moore’s, 
Whoopie’s, Cher’s, etc. 

Then there’s the media, the politicians, 
financiers, and feminists. They are people 
who think they are smart enough, and de- 
serving enough, to live your life for you 
and at your expense — people who make 
life miserable with their unbridled greed 
and lust for power. 

I am smart enough to live my own 
life. How about you? Knowledge is the 
key, not phony brainwashing, or propa- 
gandizing, touted as education. It is our 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


responsibility to learn the difference. 
We must seek knowledge. That is our 
responsibility, and our salvation, and 
our key to freedom and happiness. You 
cannot buy freedom and happiness at the 
grocery store. 
D.I. LARSON 
Ocala, Florida 


Leftists Call Out Trump 


That polecat President Donald Trump is 
bringing jobs back to America, and we 
don’t want jobs; we want welfare. Who 
wants to work for money when we can 
vote for it? Trump is even going to build 
a wall on the southern border and keep 
illegal drugs from coming into this coun- 
try. Yes, a sad day indeed, for that means 
illegal drugs will cost more. Only the 
wealthy will be able to afford them. What 
are our kids going to do? Proof enough, 
he’s against the “poor” alright. 

Also, you are not going to believe this: 
Trump was giving an interview the other 
day, and I could not help but notice he 
had a spot on his right shoe. (A small one, 
but it was still a spot.) There it was, right 
in broad daylight. I was so ashamed that 
he is our president. And that ain’t all: He 
is for the government allowing people to 
own guns. Can you imagine how dan- 
gerous it will be to break in to a home? 
You could get shot doing that. The stuff 
in those homes belongs to us. We have a 
right to it. 

Finally, Donald trump is committing 
the unpardonable sin: He Tweets! He 
is not just somewhat tweetistic. He is a 
Tweeter! Impeach him! 

Our leftists must be geniuses. You can 
tell by the way they analyze both politics 
and science. In the science realm, back 
when Bill was president, Hillary and Joe 
Biden got together a team of Alinskyite 
scientists. They wanted to know if toi- 
let tissue made a good nose wipe. They 
discovered that it is — if you wipe the 
nose first. 

BILLY GLENN 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Revise or Follow the Constitution? 

The federal government does not obey the Constitution. So why would it start 
obeying the Constitution if the document were changed by a constitutional con- 
vention? (2014, four-color, trifold pamphlet) 1/$0.20; 100/$0.15ea; 500/$0.13ea; 
1,000/$0.10ea) PROFTC 


Balancing Our Budget 

Find out about the real dangers in applying for an Article V convention to obtain 
a Balanced Budget Amendment. (2014, four-color, trifold pamphlet) 1/$0.20; 
100/$0.15ea; 500/$0.13ea; 1,000/$0.10ea) PBOB 


Dual Feature — Nullification vs. Constitutional 
Convention & A Crash Course on a Constitutional 


Convention 

Heard about the call for an Article V convention, also known as a constitu- 
tional convention? Get the real scoop and inform others with this great dual- 
feature DVD! (2016, 3min + 7min, sleeved DVD, 1-9/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDNVCCC 


The Article V Convention: 
What Are They Not Telling You? 


This excellent video presentation is recommended for providing an accurate 
analysis of the Article V convention issue for anti-Con-Con activists and for edu- 
cating state legislators on the reasons to oppose all Article V convention applica- 
tions. Includes four new parts: (1) 4 Conflicting Approaches; (2) What Article V 
Really Says; (3) The 1787 Precedent — 3 Indisputable Facts; and (4) Conclusion. 
(2015, 59min, DVD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDAVC 
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The New BBA Con-Con Threat 


A Balanced Budget Amendment Article V convention would be a 
threat to the Constitution because of its inherent power to be a run- 
away convention and the tendency of a BBA to move our nation from 
a republic to a democracy. (Reprint) (2015, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPNBBA 


What Will Balance the Budget? 

With an unprecedented national debt of $20 trillion and the likelihood of 
continued unbalanced budgets, we're only a handful of states away from 
the calling of an Article V constitutional convention to consider propos- 
ing a Balanced Budget Amendment (BBA). Which side are you on in the 
debate over the calling of such a convention? This eight-minute ani- 
mated video will help you decide. (2017, DVD, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$.90ea; 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.70ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) DVDWWBB 


Solving the Debt Crisis 


The solution to our debt crisis is for “We the People” to take back our 
Republic from the special interests by educating voters to enforce the 
Constitution, not by adding a Balanced Budget Amendment via an Article 
V convention. (2016, 8pp, 1-24/$0.50ea; 25-99/$.40ea; 100-999/$.35ea; 
1000+/$0.30ea) RPSDC 


Change It or Obey It? 

We're only a handful of states away from the calling of a Balanced 
Budget Amendment (BBA) Article V convention. Which side are you 
on in the escalating debate over holding a constitutional conven- 
tion for a variety of measures? (2017, 80 min., DVD, 1-10/$1.00ea; 
11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.70ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 
1000+/$0.64ea) DVDCOO 
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‘ait Demands Youth Impose “Masterplan for Humanity” 


United Nations General Assembly President Peter Thomson has 
started referring to the UN Agenda 2030 “Sustainable Devel- 
opment Goals,” or SDGs, as the “masterplan for humanity.” 
Speaking to a UN summit for “youth” on January 30, top UN 
leaders all demanded that children worldwide be indoctrinated 
and conscripted to help impose the UN’s extreme vision on 
humanity. But as awareness of the UN plot grows, criticism is 
growing in tandem. 

The totalitarian global plan has also been referred to by top UN 
officials as the world’s “Declaration of Interdependence,” with 
the UN being touted as the (unelected) “Parliament of Human- 
ity.” Dictators and even genocidal mass-murderers around the 


world continue to express delight about the plot, expecting mas- 
sive subsidies for their regimes from Western taxpayers under the 
UN scheme. The mass-murdering Communist Chinese dictator- 
ship even boasted of its “crucial role” in creating Agenda 2030. 

The first time Thomson publicly used the phrase “masterplan 
for humanity” in reference to the UN SDGs appears to have been 
at a November 2016 briefing for UN member states. “The 2030 
Agenda presents the world with what I have termed a ‘masterplan 
for humanity’ to achieve a sustainable way of life on this planet,” 
he explained, with “sustainable development” serving as code 
language among establishment globalists, communists, and other 
tyrants for planetary economic controls, population reduction, 
global governance, pseudo-environmentalism, wealth redistribu- 
tion, and technocratic rule. 

If President Donald Trump’s early efforts offer any indication 
of his plans, however, the UN Agenda 2030, far from being a 
“masterplan for humanity,” may already be a failed scheme. And 
even without Trump, the U.S. Senate has not ratified the proposed 
global regime, as required by the U.S. Constitution for all treaties. 
The chances of it being approved by the Senate for the foresee- 
able future are essentially zero. And without all the wealth from 
U.S. taxpayers promised to Third World dictators and regimes in 
exchange for their cooperation with UN Agenda 2030, the rest of 
the planet is also likely to be spared from the totalitarian vision 
outlined in the UN document. 


Annual March for Life Energized by Pro-life Administration 


With a new and growing energy, the annual March for Life lifted 
its voice in defense of the unborn once again in Washington, D.C., 
on January 27. 

This year saw a hopeful shift in the attitude of the participants. 
Whereas in previous years, the march, and its cause, received very 
little attention from the media or the White House, this year’s event 
proved different — historically so. 

For the first time since the founding of the March for Life, a 
sitting vice president attended — and spoke at — the rally, and 
considerably more mainstream media were on site to cover the 
event than in previous years. 

As Vice President Mike Pence addressed the excited and ex- 
pectant onlookers, he assured them that “life is winning again in 
America.” Presidential advisor Kellyanne Conway assured the 
pro-lifers, “We hear you. We see you. We respect you. And we 
look forward to working with you.” 

Another speaker at the rally was Bishop Vincent Matthews, Jr., 
president of the Church of God in Christ World Missions, and an 
advocate for adoption in African-American communities. Address- 
ing the fact that the abortion industry giant Planned Parenthood 
targets minority communities to place their facilities, he passion- 
ately asserted, “I stand here as three people. I’m a Christian, I’m a 
bishop in the Church of God in Christ, but — it’s obvious — I’m a 
black man. Yeah, that’s the elephant in the room.... My people are 


being hunted like animals. People cry for Harambe [a gorilla that 
was shot when a child fell into its cage], but they have no love for 
us as we’re being killed every day. Enough is enough!” 

This year’s March for Life has connected like-minded individu- 
als not only to one another, but seemingly also to their elected of- 
ficials. There is room for cautious optimism, as the political winds 
seem to be shifting in favor of life. Time will tell if the newly 


birthed expectations of the pro-life movement are validated. 


| AP Images 


AP Images 


Catholics Ask Trump to Probe Soros-Obama-Clinton Conspiracy 


Did billionaire speculator George Soros, President Barack 
Obama, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, Vice President Joe 
Biden, and Obama/Clinton advisor John Podesta conspire to 
overthrow the conservative Pope Benedict XVI and replace him 
with a radical, Pope Francis? 

A group of respected Catholic lay leaders, including Michael 
J. Matt, editor of the Catholic newspaper/weblog The Remnant, 
and Christopher A. Ferrara, author, attorney, and president of the 
American Catholic Lawyers Association, Inc., have sent a letter 
to President Donald Trump urging him to launch an official in- 
vestigation into the activities of the above-mentioned individuals 
(and others) who appear to have been involved in this alleged 
Vatican coup. They cite eight specific questions they seek to have 
answered concerning suspect events that led to the resignation 
of Pope Benedict, the first such papal abdication in 700 years. 
“Specifically, we have reason to believe that a Vatican ‘regime 
change’ was engineered by the Obama administration,” say the 
petitioners, in their January 20 letter to President Trump. 

“We were alarmed to discover,” the letter notes, “that, dur- 
ing the third year of the first term of the Obama administration 
your previous opponent, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, and 
other government officials with whom she associated proposed a 
Catholic ‘revolution’ in which the final demise of what was left 
of the Catholic Church in America would be realized.” The let- 
ter includes footnote links that take the reader to documents and 


AP Images 


news stories underscoring their charges and pointed questions. 
It first directs attention to the Soros-Clinton-Podesta e-mails 
disclosed last year by WikiLeaks, in which Podesta and other 
“progressives” discussed ending the “middle ages dictatorship” 
in the Catholic Church. 

The investigation that the concerned Catholics are request- 
ing of President Trump should be of interest to more than just 
Catholics. The alleged conspirators, and the world government 
movement they represent will, if successful, wreak unimaginable 
havoc and devastation upon the entire planet. The investigation 
— and prosecutions — cannot begin too soon. 


European Anti-globalists Join Forces to Take Back Countries 


Emboldened by the British “Brexit” vote to leave the European 
Union and President Donald Trump’s historic victory over the 
globalist establishment, European political leaders opposed to 
globalism and the establishment met in Koblenz, Germany, on Jan- 
uary 21 to cement their alliance and plan for potential victories in 
the months ahead. The gathering, organized by the pro-sovereignty 
“Europe of Nations and Freedom” alliance, featured senior lead- 
ers in the anti-establishment movement from across the continent. 

One of the stars of the show was Marine Le Pen, leader of the 
anti-establishment, anti-EU, pro-national sovereignty, pro-Big 
Government French National Front party. “2016 was the year the 
Anglo-Saxon world woke up,” declared Le Pen, who is current- 


ee 


ly leading in French presidential polls and may well be the next 
president of France. “In 2017, I am sure, the people of continental 
Europe will wake up. It’s no longer a question of if, but when.” 

Another key speaker at the summit was Frauke Petry, the co- 
leader of Germany’s relatively new pro-freedom, pro-national sov- 
ereignty party known as Alternative for Germany (AfD). Among 
other concerns, Petry slammed the avalanche of immigrants flood- 
ing into Germany, blasting the German government for inviting 
“hundreds of thousands, millions, of mostly illiterate young men 
from a far and partly violent culture to invade our continent.” 

Dutch Freedom Party chief Geert Wilders, currently leading in 
the polls and potentially a future prime minister of the Nether- 
lands, said it was time for open-borders zealot German Chancellor 
Angela Merkel to leave power. “Yesterday a new America, today 
Koblenz and tomorrow a new Europe,” declared Wilders, praising 
the “many German patriots” in attendance and calling for them 
to “stand against the new totalitarianism that threatens us today.” 

As the public revolt against mass migration, open borders, and 
totalitarian rule sweeps across the West, many of the anti-estab- 
lishment political leaders across Europe are ahead in the polls. 
Whether 2017 will truly be the year that European patriots take 
their countries back remains to be seen. But as more than a few 
conference speakers explained, no matter what happens, the “genie 
is not going back in the bottle.” Hi 


Surprising Willingness to Accept the Iran Nuclear Agreement 

“T think this is an imperfect arms control agreement — it’s not a 
friendship treaty. But when America gives her word, we have to live 
up to it and work with our allies.” 

President Trump has called the agreement a “really, really bad deal.” 
But at the confirmation hearing for his nomination to be secretary of 
defense, retired USMC General James Mattis offered a different view. 


Catholic Bishop in Italy Fears 
Europe Will Be Muslim-dominated James 

“Ttaly and Europe live in a pagan and atheist way. All of this moral Mattis 

and religious decadence favors Islam. In 10 years we will all be Mus- 

lims because of our stupidity.” 

Carlo Liberati, the Catholic archbishop emeritus of Pompei, pointed to empty seminaries, weak faith, 
large numbers of Muslim immigrants, and the low birthrate among the Italian people. 


Socialists Facing Rebellion Throughout Europe 

“Wherever you look in Europe, the Socialists are not doing well, with the exception of Portugal.” 
Phillippe Marliere, professor of French and European politics at University College London, says the so- 
cialists who have held power in France and other European nations have lost favor with the working class. 


x ‘a Trump Strategist Lambastes Media 

“T want you to quote this. The media here is the opposition party. 
They don’t understand this country. The media should be embar- 
rassed and humiliated and keep its mouth shut and just listen for a 
while. They still don’t understand why Donald Trump is the president 
of the United States.” 
The chief White House strategist for President Trump, Stephen Ban- 
non pulled no punches when describing his distaste for our nation’s 


% mass media. 
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Skeptical Republican Leaders Now Finding Trump Admirable 
Stephen “T think he’s completely winning the expectation game. | think 
Bannon he’s a genius at lower expectations and over performing. It’s really 
remarkable.” 

Representative Peter Roskam (R-IIl.) is far from being alone in finding President Trump performing 
above expectations. 


AP Images 


High-ranking North Korean Defector Predicts the Government’s Collapse 

“T am sure that more defections of my colleagues will take place, since North Korea is already on a 
slippery slope. The traditional structures of the North Korean system are crumbling.” 

After escaping to South Korea with his family last summer, Thae Yong-ho, once a senior foreign diplo- 
mat for North Korea, believes the Kim Jong-un regime will not last 
much longer. 


Chicago Mayor Vows to Defy Action Aimed at Sanctuary Cities 
“T want to be clear. We’re going to stay a sanctuary city. There is 
no stranger among us. Whether you’re from Poland or Pakistan; 
whether you’re from Ireland or India or Israel; and whether you’re 
from Mexico or Moldova where my grandfather came from, you are 
welcome in Chicago as you pursue the American dream.” 
Former Obama chief of staff and now Chicago mayor Rahm 
Emanuel made clear his intention to defy President Trump and 
the laws of the United States. Similar pledges of defiance have been 
issued by mayors in New York, Los Angeles, Boston, and a number 
of smaller cities. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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From Russia With Love 


Dia Putin Put Trump in the White House’? 


Hillary Clinton and many in the media accused Russia of interfering in the 2016 election 
in order to get Donald Trump in the White House. What really happened? 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


oth leading up to and following 
what has been easily the most con- 
tentious election in recent history, 


Donald Trump’s enemies in politics, the 
intelligence community, and the liberal 
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mainstream media have claimed that Rus- 
sian president Vladimir Putin directed a 
campaign to interfere with the election. 
His goal? To assure the defeat of Hillary 
Clinton and the victory of Trump. His rea- 
son? As Clinton expressed it in the third 
and final debate with Trump in October: 


“Well, that’s because he’d rather have a 
puppet as president of the United States.” 

The primary tactic employed the po- 
litical establishment of both major par- 
ties, the intelligence community, and the 
liberal media to trash Trump was one of 
misdirection. By focusing the attention 
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of the American people on speculative 
allegations about Trump’s connections to 
and control by the Russian government, 
his enemies attempted — by sleight-of- 
hand — to take the attention away from 
the illegal and immoral conduct that the 
Democratic National Committee (DNC) 
and Clinton campaign had been shown to 
have done, though that’s where the focus 
should have been. 


The WikiLeaks Disclosures 

The allegations that Putin sought to in- 
fluence the election in favor of Trump 
— who would then serve as his “puppet” 
— grew out of the broader allegations that 
Russian state-sponsored hackers were re- 
sponsible for the embarrassing and damn- 
ing leaks of documents and e-mails from 
the DNC in July of 2016. As Clinton pre- 
pared to accept the nomination from her 
party, WikiLeaks released nearly 20,000 
e-mails from the DNC showing a clear 
pattern demonstrating that Clinton’s nomi- 
nation was engineered by the DNC rigging 
the process to assure that Clinton’s name 
would appear on the ticket. The DNC e- 
mails show that there was — in the highest 
ranks of the DNC — a concerted effort to 
hurt the campaign of Senator Bernie Sand- 
ers (D-Vt.) even as he was continuing to 
gain steam in the primaries. Those e-mails 
showed — in the clear and unambiguous 
language conspirators only use when they 
feel certain that their communications are 
safe — that in the weeks and months lead- 
ing up to the nomination, Clinton was not 
only the nominee-presumptive, but that 
the leadership of the DNC had pulled out 
all the stops to promote her and discredit 
Sanders — in direct violation of the DNC 
charter, which requires that it remain neu- 
tral during the primary cycle. 

As a direct result of those leaked e- 
mails, the DNC went into damage control 
mode. The fallout was immediate. DNC 
chairperson Representative Deborah 
Wasserman Schultz (D-Fla.) — who was 
shown by several e-mail threads to be in- 
tricately involved in the DNC scheme to 
guarantee a Clinton nomination — was 
forced to resign from the chair ahead of 
the convention. She resisted, and only ca- 
pitulated after receiving a call from Presi- 
dent Obama. 

Even as the DNC and Clinton campaign 
were still reeling from the initial scandal 
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related to WikiLeaks’ publication of those 
e-mails, the second wave hit. It was dis- 
covered that the e-mails also showed that 
at least some major donors were slated for 
federal appointments in a glaring example 
of quid pro quo. Of course, those planned 
appointments assumed a Clinton victory. 


The Russian Bogeyman 

Having attempted — and failed — to ex- 
tinguish the fires of scandal by offering up 
Wasserman Schultz on the altar of dam- 
age control, both the DNC and the Clin- 
ton campaign accused Russia of hacking 
DNC servers and leaking the information 
to WikiLeaks in an effort to help Trump 
win the White House. The implication 
was that Trump was Putin’s choice for the 
U.S. presidency, and the American peo- 
ple should therefore reject him in favor 
of Clinton. In a classic example of Left- 
think, the DNC and Clinton campaign — 
who had been caught red-handed manipu- 
lating an election and playing a rousing 
game of quid pro quo — accused Russia 
and Trump of attempting to do what they 


had been caught doing while offering ex- 
actly zero evidence either that Russia was 
involved or that Trump was the intended 
beneficiary. 

As is par for the course when caught in 
unethical, illegal, and corrupt behavior, 
the DNC and Clinton campaign sought to 
deflect the attention away from what the e- 
mails said by focusing on how WikiLeaks 
got them. By introducing — from stage 
left — the Russia/Trump connection, the 
Democrat party got the added benefit of 
appearing anti-Russian while casting the 
Republican candidate as pro-Russian. 
And they stayed that course throughout 
the election. Whenever either the DNC or 
Clinton was shown to have broken the law 
or acted unethically, they would simply 
trot out the Russian bogeyman and shift 
the attention away from themselves. 

Had the DNC and Clinton campaign 
acted alone in their attempt to paint 
Trump red, it would likely have blown 
over very quickly. But in their bizarre 
game of Red Scare, Trump’s political 
enemies were joined by his enemies in 
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Not quitting despite losing: Hillary Clinton conceded the election in a speech in New York on 
Wednesday, November 9, 2016, but the political establishment of which she is a part continued 


the campaign of obfuscation and redirection. 
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both the intelligence community and the 
liberal mainstream media. 

An illustration of the media providing 
the Clinton campaign an assist can be seen 
in what happened just two days before 
the second debate between Clinton and 
Trump on Sunday, October 9, 2016. Two 
major stories broke on the Friday before 
that debate. One was about an 1|1-year- 
old video of Donald Trump making lewd 
comments about women. The other big 
story was that WikiLeaks had just begun 
dumping leaked e-mails from the account 
of Clinton Campaign Director John Po- 
desta uncovering a cesspool of corruption 
within the campaign that was unethical 
and illegal. Many of the leaked documents 
showed that Clinton had — as secretary of 
state — served her own interests and en- 
larged her own bank accounts by a series 
of conflicts of interest and illegality. 

The liberal media jumped on the story 
of Trump’s remarks and almost complete- 
ly ignored the Podesta e-mails. Those 
e-mails came one week after WikiLeaks 
celebrated its 10th anniversary by holding 
a news conference. In that press confer- 
ence, Julian Assange — the founder and 
public face of the whistleblower website 
— promised that WikiLeaks would begin 
a rolling release of documents that he de- 
scribed as “significant material on war, 
arms, oil, Google, the election and mass 
surveillance” that show “interesting fea- 
tures of U.S. power factions and how they 
operate.” He said the rolling release would 
last 10 weeks. The leaked Podesta e-mails 
were the first installment of Assange’s 
kept promise. Each new batch of e-mails 
and documents added to the weight of the 
evidence against Clinton and dogged her 
throughout the election. 

By over-reporting on the Trump video 
and under-reporting on the Podesta e-mails, 
the liberal media set the stage for Clinton 
to keep the second debate away from the 


# “Clinton 
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Favorite fraud: Deborah Wasserman Schultz (D-Fla.) was forced to resign her position as 


chairperson of the DNC in the wake of WikiLeaks publishing nearly 20,000 e-mails showing that 
Clinton’s nomination was the result of the DNC rigging the process. 


unethical and illegal things she and her co- 
horts had done and on the immoral things 
Trump had said. In the second debate, 
Clinton used the moment the media had 
provided her to introduce allegations of a 
connection between Trump and Russia. 

While answering a question related to 
a leaked e-mail containing a partial tran- 
script of a speech from 2013 — in which 
she told the National Multi-Housing 
Council that “you need both a public and a 
private position” on issues — Clinton told 
debate moderator Martha Raddatz: 


But, you know, let’s talk about 
what’s really going on here, Martha, 
because our intelligence community 
just came out and said in the last 
few days that the Kremlin, meaning 
Putin and the Russian government, 
are directing the attacks, the hacking 
on American accounts to influence 
our election. And WikiLeaks is part 
of that, as are other sites where the 
Russians hack information, we don’t 


even know if it’s accurate informa- 
tion, and then they put it out. 

We have never in the history of our 
country been in a situation where an 
adversary, a foreign power, is work- 
ing so hard to influence the outcome 
of the election. And believe me, 
they’re not doing it to get me elected. 
They’re doing it to try to influence 
the election for Donald Trump. 


Just a few days later, in the third — and 
final — debate with Trump, Clinton again 
used the spectre of Russian interference in 
the election to deflect a question about an 
e-mail revealing her agenda — again deal- 
ing with a partial speech transcript. This 
time the subject was her “dream” of open 
borders. After dodging the question by pre- 
tending it was taken out of context, Clinton 
played a re-run of her previous remarks, 
telling debate moderator Mike Wallace: 


But you are very clearly quoting from 
WikiLeaks. What is really important 
about WikiLeaks is that the Russian 
government has engaged in espio- 
nage against Americans. They have 
hacked American websites, Ameri- 
can accounts of private people, of 
institutions. Then they have given 
that information to WikiLeaks for the 
purpose of putting it on the Internet. 
This has come from the highest levels 
of the Russian government. Clearly 
from Putin himself in an effort, as 
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17 of our intelligence agencies have 
confirmed, to influence our election. 
So I actually think the most important 
question of this evening, Chris, is fi- 
nally, will Donald Trump admit and 
condemn that the Russians are doing 
this, and make it clear that he will not 
have the help of Putin in this election. 
That he rejects Russian espionage 
against Americans, which he actually 
encouraged in the past. Those are the 
questions we need answered. We’ve 
never had anything like this happen 
in any of our elections before. 


Clinton was using the tried-and-true tac- 
tic of a strong offense being the best de- 
fense. She and her comrades in the DNC 
had been caught red-handed doing things 
that were illegal, immoral, and unethical. 
The e-mails published by WikiLeaks were 
proof of that, and Clinton had to deflect 
the attention away from herself and to- 
ward Trump. After all, she had spent al- 
most her entire campaign under investiga- 
tion for illegally sending, receiving, and 
storing classified information via her pri- 
vate, unsecured server. Just what she and 
her campaign did not need was another 
batch of scandals related to e-mail. E-mail, 
it would appear, is her Kryptonite. 

Furthermore, by saying of the leaked 
information, “We don’t even know if it’s 
accurate information,” Clinton had left 
the impression that the leaked e-mails and 
documents were not only the work of Rus- 
sian state-sponsored hackers, but that they 
were “fake news” published by WikiLeaks 
in some type of conspiracy with Putin. If 
that were the case, there would surely be 
some evidence that the e-mails had been 
manufactured. No such evidence has ever 
been offered. 

On the contrary, during the 10 years that 
it has provided a safe platform for whistle- 
blowers, WikiLeaks has published millions 
of documents, the authenticity of which 
has not been refuted. It has also scooped 
many mainstream media outlets, which 
have — in turn — used the WikiLeaks 
releases as source material for their own 
reporting. Given that Clinton missed what 
would have been a golden opportunity to 
actually deny that the “information” in the 
WikiLeaks disclosures was “accurate,” the 
decision to trust that the e-mails and docu- 
ments are genuine is an easy one. 
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Those e-mails and documents serve as 
a box full of smoking guns against the 
DNC and Clinton campaign. A quick look 
at just a few of those smoking guns — any 
of which alone would be damning — il- 
lustrates why Clinton (with the help of the 
liberal media) wanted to keep the attention 
on the supposed source of the leak, rather 
than on what the e-mails show about Clin- 
ton and her comrades in the DNC: 

¢ The Clinton Foundation accepted more 
than $10 million from the government of 
Saudi Arabia and $1 million from Qatar, 
even though Secretary Clinton noted in 
an e-mail that the Saudis and Qatar “are 
providing clandestine financial and logis- 
tic support to ISIL and other radical Sunni 
groups in the region.” 

* Clinton’s own campaign staff ex- 
pressed concerns about the Clinton Foun- 
dation’s “cozy relationship” with the Na- 
tional Iranian American Council (NIAC), 
a notorious group with links to Iran’s viru- 
lently anti-American regime, and a Clin- 
ton fundraising event at the home of NIAC 
official Michael Chegini. 

¢ Despite Clinton’s repeated denials that 
she did anything wrong in her handling of 
classified e-mails, her own staff expressed 
concerns that her use of a private, unse- 
cured e-mail server as secretary of state 
“smack[ed] of acting above the law.” 
Those staffers — including Erika Rotten- 
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berg, an attorney with tremendous experi- 
ence in matters related to the intersection 
of technology and law — questioned “how 
it was viewed as ok/secure/appropriate to 
use a private server for secure documents 
AND why further Hillary took it upon 
herself to review them and delete docu- 
ments without providing anyone outside 
her circle a chance to weigh in.” 

¢ The lines between the Clinton Foun- 
dation and the Clinton State Department 
were so blurred as to be non-existent. Clin- 
ton used her position as secretary of state 
to have her staff — some of whom worked 
for her at both the State Department and the 
Clinton Foundation — solicit “donations” 
to the Clinton Foundation as a ticket to gain 
access to the U.S. government. 

¢ As secretary of state, Clinton “reset” 
relations with Putin’s Russia, which 
helped the Clinton Foundation and its do- 
nors make millions of dollars off a deal 
that sold the mining company Uranium 
One (and 25 percent of our strategic ura- 
nium production) to Russia. 

¢ John Podesta, Clinton’s campaign man- 
ager, is involved in a huge financial/nation- 
al security scandal involving his position as 
an executive board member of Joule Global 
Stichting, a company owned by Russian 
oligarch Viktor Vekselberg and Putin’s 
state-owned RUSNANO corporation. 

* Secretary of State Clinton set up 


On the inside: John Podesta — who served as Clinton’s campaign manager — was shown in 
leaked e-mails to have participated in illegal, unethical, and corrupt activities. His leaked e-mails also 
showed that he and Clinton have close ties to Russia — the very thing they accused Trump of. 
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multi-billion dollar deals and transfers of 
U.S. technology to help Vladimir Putin 
build Skolkovo, Russia’s high-tech Sili- 
con Valley, concerning which the FBI has 
issued “an extraordinary warning” noting 
that Russia may use this cooperation to 
obtain America’s “sensitive or classified 
research development facilities and dual- 
use technologies.” 

Considering what the e-mails show of 
Clinton’s close ties to Russia and Putin, 
her assertion that Trump is Putin’s “pup- 
pet” is a classic case of the pot calling the 
kettle black. Furthermore, it boggles the 
mind that the woman who delivered U.S. 
technology into the hands of Russia would 
then accuse Putin of directing a hacking 
campaign to help her political opponent. 
Was it the technology she helped supply 
that was used to do the hacking? 

Almost as soon as Clinton claimed that 
“17 of our intelligence agencies have con- 
firmed” that “Putin himself’ was direct- 
ing a hacking campaign “to influence our 
election” in favor of Trump, who would 
be his “puppet,” the liberal media ran with 
it as if it were a confirmed fact. After a 
month of the liberal media softening the 
ground, with reports alleging both a con- 
nection between Trump and Russia and 
Russian hackers being behind the leaked 
DNC and Clinton campaign e-mails and 


documents, the CIA concluded in a “se- 
cret assessment” presented to President 
Obama and other senior government of- 
ficials in early December that Russian 
state-sponsored hackers had interfered 
with the presidential election to assure a 
Trump victory. By this time, though, Clin- 
ton’s tactic of obfuscation and redirection 
had failed and — in spite of the help she 
received from the liberal media — she had 
lost to Trump in a shocking upset. 


Delegitimizing Trump’s Presidency 

In the wake of Trump’s electoral victory, 
the liberal mainstream media were only 
too happy to help smear Trump by follow- 
ing a page from their previous playbook. 
By over-reporting on CIA allegations that 
Putin was behind the leaking of the damn- 
ing e-mails and under-reporting on the 
content of the e-mails that was so damn- 
ing, the liberal media picked up where 
Clinton had left off in painting Trump as 
a “puppet” of the Kremlin. While it cer- 
tainly matters that American servers are 
being hacked, and knowing the sources of 
those hacks — if they can be known — 
is newsworthy, the major emphasis of the 
media should not have been on where the 
e-mails came from, but on what they con- 
tained. Instead, the liberal media followed 
the lead of the DNC and Clinton campaign 


— 


Bill got the bribes: The Clinton Foundation is shown in leaked e-mails to have served as the 


gatekeeper for the Clinton State Department — charging in the form of “donations” to the 
foundation for access to the U.S. government. After the election, donations dried up. 
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and kept the focus on allegations of Rus- 
sian interference despite an astounding 
lack of proof either in the assessment or 
the later reports released by the intelli- 
gence community. 

While the CIA had only claimed that 
Russia was behind the leaked e-mails and 
documents, the reporting of the liberal 
mainstream media — replete with phrases 
about Russia “hacking the election” — cre- 
ated an impression that caused 50 percent 
of Clinton voters polled by The Economist 
to believe that “Russia tampered with vote 
tallies to help Donald Trump.” 

Of course, overlooked in all of the lib- 
eral media pseudo-reporting of the CIA 
“secret assessment” was the salient fact 
that it fit seamlessly with Clinton’s previ- 
ously unsubstantiated accusation of Trump 
being the beneficiary of Russian hacking 
and her claim that her accusation was 
“confirmed” by “17 of our intelligence 
agencies.” As the liberal media reported 
on this new revelation, none ever asked 
how Clinton knew about the results of a 
“secret” assessment more than a month 
before it was completed and released. Was 
the CIA keeping her in the loop as it con- 
ducted its “secret assessment,” or was the 
assessment a dog-and-pony show tailored 
to benefit Clinton and undermine the le- 
gitimacy of a Trump presidency’? A fter all, 
Clinton seems to live by the maxim, “If 
you can’t beat them, smear them.” Having 
failed at her bid for the White House, per- 
haps the best Clinton — and the insiders 
who had wanted a Clinton 2.0 presiden- 
cy — could hope for was to deligitimize 
Trump’s presidency from its beginning. 

Trump had already made enemies 
within the intelligence community over 
his criticism of the FBI’s twice-refusal to 
recommend an indictment against Clinton 
for her obvious crimes. He certainly added 
fuel to the fire in the second debate when 
he said that as president he would “instruct 
[his] attorney general to get a special pros- 
ecutor” to launch a real investigation and 
put Clinton “in jail.” In response to the 
CIA assessment, Trump again fueled the 
feud with the intelligence community 
when he Tweeted, “Can you imagine if the 
election results were the opposite and WE 
tried to play the Russia/CIA card. It would 
be called conspiracy theory!” 

In the weeks between Trump’s election 
and his inauguration, the intelligence com- 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ FEBRUARY 20, 2017 


LI 


L 
Hit 


: 


' t 
mn 


ee x ~ 


ALE 
MAAR ahs 


aan 


” 


x 
2 


Ties to Russia: As secretary of state, Hillary Clinton set up multi-billion dollar deals and 
transfers of U.S. technology to help Vladimir Putin build Skolkovo — Russia’s high-tech Silicon 
Valley — despite “an extraordinary warning” issued by the FBI about Russian motives for 


wanting the technology. 


munity released two reports to the public 
claiming that the leaked DNC and Clinton 
e-mails and documents were the work of 
Russian state-sponsored hackers and were 
part of a plot to “discredit” Clinton and the 
DNC and assure the election of Trump. Al- 
most immediately after releasing the sec- 
ond report, the intelligence community ap- 
pended a spurious document alleged to be 
a “dossier” on Trump’s connection to and 
control by Russian intelligence officials. 
That “dossier” contained unsubstantiated, 
salacious accusations of Trump participat- 
ing in bizarre sexual perversions while in 
Moscow. It further claimed that he was 
being controlled by the Kremlin as a form 
of blackmail and supported by the Krem- 
lin to help in his race against Clinton. 
The liberal media again jumped on the 
story even though the document upon 
which the story was based had not been — 
and is incapable of being — verified. (The 
credibility of that “dossier” and the intel- 
ligence reports is covered in detail in the 
article on page 16). Without anything ap- 
proaching evidence, Trump’s enemies in 
the Democrat party and the liberal media 
attacked Trump using a “dossier” added 
to the most recent intelligence report by 
his enemies in the intelligence community. 
The liberal reporting on this was a 
bridge too far even for Glenn Greenwald 
of The Intercept. Greenwald — a man no 
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one could accuse of being a Trumpeteer 
— wrote in an article entitled “The Deep 
State Goes to War With President-Elect, 
Using Unverified Claims, as Democrats 
Cheer” that those who — because of their 
hatred and distrust of Trump — bought 
into this without demanding proof are 
guilty of ignoring President Eisenhower’s 
farewell address advice to “guard against 
the acquisition of unwarranted influence, 
whether sought or unsought, by the mili- 
tary-industrial complex.” 

While expressing his own view — 
which is shared by many across the politi- 
cal spectrum — that the “dangers posed 
by a Trump presidency are numerous and 
manifest,” Greenwald wrote that empow- 
ering “the CIA and its shadowy allies” is 
not the way to ameliorate that danger: 


The serious dangers posed by a 
Trump presidency are numerous and 
manifest. There are a wide array of 
legitimate and effective tactics for 
combating those 
threats: from bi- 
partisan congres- 
sional coalitions 
and constitutional 
legal challenges to 
citizen uprisings 
and sustained and 
aggressive civil 
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disobedience. All of those strategies 
have periodically proven themselves 
effective in times of political crisis or 
authoritarian overreach. 

But cheering for the CIA and its 
shadowy allies to unilaterally subvert 
the U.S. election and impose its own 
policy dictates on the elected presi- 
dent is both warped and self-destruc- 
tive. Empowering the very entities 
that have produced the most shame- 
ful atrocities and systemic deceit over 
the last six decades is desperation of 
the worst kind. Demanding that evi- 
dence-free, anonymous assertions be 
instantly venerated as Truth — despite 
emanating from the very precincts de- 
signed to propagandize and lie — is 
an assault on journalism, democracy, 
and basic human rationality. And ca- 
sually branding domestic adversaries 
who refuse to go along as traitors and 
disloyal foreign operatives is morally 
bankrupt and certain to backfire on 
those doing it. 


Greenwald’s observation is spot-on. When 
Democrats (who pretended their candidate 
was not a serial criminal), establishment 
Republicans (who, it would appear, would 
have preferred a Clinton presidency), and 
the liberal media (whose reporting was 
more about creating the story than report- 
ing on it) assist the intelligence community 
(which is made up of a group of secretive 
agencies whose stock in trade is deception 
and propaganda) in accusing an incoming 
president of being the “puppet” of a hos- 
tile foreign power without demanding any 
proof, they empower a secret government 
to rule over all Americans without limit. 
There is no version of that that ends well. 

Regardless of how one feels about Pres- 
ident Trump, this particular war on him — 
waged by the political establishment, the 
liberal media, and the intelligence com- 
munity — is a war on all Americans. Even 
those who voted for Clinton. 
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Intelligence Commanity Claims on Trump 


Some members of the intelligence community have claimed that President Trump is not 
only in bed with the Russians, but that he may be being blackmailed. Are they credible? 


Putin’s puppet? Following Hillary Clinton’s unfounded allegation during the debates, and 
bolstered first by misleading media reports and then by assessments from the intelligence 
community, anti-Trump (read: pro-Clinton) protesters continue to propagate the myth that Trump 
is under the control of the Kremlin. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


election and his inauguration, the al- 

legations that he is a “puppet” under 
the control of Russian president Vladimir 
Putin escalated exponentially. The un- 
founded accusation — first made by Hil- 
lary Clinton as a dodge of the scandal in 
which she and the DNC found themselves 
embroiled as a result of WikiLeaks disclo- 
sures that revealed the illegal and unethical 
things that were happening as a matter of 
course in the DNC and Clinton campaign 
— had already been widely reported by 
the liberal media. After Trump’s election, 
that accusation received the imprimatur of 
the intelligence community. 

One month after the election — during 
which time the liberal media had a heyday 
reporting on Clinton’s claims — the CIA 
presented President Obama and other se- 
nior government officials a “secret assess- 
ment” concluding in “high confidence” that 


I n the weeks between Donald Trump’s 
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Russia ran a covert operation in the late 
stages of the presidential campaign to harm 
Clinton’s chances and promote Trump, ac- 
cording to media reports quoting unnamed 
“senior administration officials.” 

The Washington Post reported on De- 
cember 10: 


The CIA has concluded in a secret 
assessment that Russia intervened 
in the 2016 election to help Donald 
Trump win the presidency, rather 
than just to undermine confidence in 
the U.S. electoral system, according 
to officials briefed on the matter. 
Intelligence agencies have identi- 
fied individuals with connections to 
the Russian government who pro- 
vided WikiLeaks with thousands of 
hacked emails from the Democratic 
National Committee and others, in- 
cluding Hillary Clinton’s campaign 
chairman, according to U.S. officials. 
Those officials described the individu- 


als as actors known to the intelligence 
community and part of a wider Rus- 
sian operation to boost Trump and 
hurt Clinton’s chances. 


Of course, that “secret assessment” was 
never made public, so all anyone has to go 
on is the word of the liberal media quot- 
ing unnamed sources. But further devel- 
opments indicate that at least the basis of 
the reporting was accurate. Within weeks, 
the intelligence community released to the 
public a Joint Analysis Report (JAR) by 
DHS and the FBI. That JAR focused on 
the “technical details regarding the tools 
and infrastructure used by the Russian 
civilian and military intelligence services 
(RIS) to compromise and exploit net- 
works and endpoints associated with the 
USS. election, as well as a range of U.S. 
Government, political, and private sec- 
tor entities.” While replete with technical 
jargon, the JAR was devoid of anything 
resembling evidence. It numbed the mind 
of the reader with technical details in an 
attempt to disguise the fact that it proved 
nothing it claimed. 

For instance, the JAR makes much ado 
of the fact that hackers who penetrated the 
servers of the DNC and Clinton campaign 
did so by using a software tool known 
as Advanced Persistent Threat (APT) 28 
and says APT28 “is known for leveraging 
domains that closely mimic those of tar- 
geted organizations and tricking potential 
victims into entering legitimate creden- 
tials.” The JAR goes on to say, “APT28 
actors relied heavily on shortened URLs 
in their spearphishing email campaigns,” 
and that the hackers using APT28 (along 
with another tool known as APT29) “set 
up operational infrastructure to obfuscate 
their source infrastructure, host domains 
and malware for targeting organizations, 
establish command and control nodes, and 
harvest credentials and other valuable in- 
formation from their targets.” Spear phish- 
ing is amore focused form of e-mail attack 
used to fool victims into clicking a link 
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they believe to be legitimate, but which 
leads to a fake address where other login 
credentials can be stolen. 

The JAR claims that APT28 and 
APT29 are hacking tools used by Rus- 
sian hackers. While this is true, the JAR 
ignores the fact that malware such as 
APT28 is often left behind on systems 
after an attack. That malware is then ana- 
lyzed by computer security experts who 
are capable of making copies of it. The 
likelihood that both APT28 and APT29 
are in the hands of nearly every tech-sav- 
vy government on the planet (including 
the United States) is very good. Besides 
that, hackers often “borrow” tools from 
other hackers. Even if APT28 was used 
in a spear phishing attack — which is not 
certain — it would not prove that Rus- 
sia was behind the attack. It would prove 
only that a tool sometimes used by Rus- 
sians was used in the attack. 

The mere presence (or alleged presence) 
of the tool is not a smoking gun. As Mark 
Maunder, CEO and founder of Word- 
Fence, said in a blog post after the release 
of the JAR, the PHP code sample listed 
in the JAR is called “P.A.S. 3.1.0.” and is 
not only outdated, but is readily available 
to download from the Internet. Maunder 
is a recognized expert in the field of PHP. 
WordFence designed a WordPress plugin 
to protect users of the blogging platform. 
That plugin is written in PHP. As he wrote 
in his post, “Our security analysts spend 


a lot of time analyzing PHP malware, be- 
cause WordPress is powered by PHP.” He 
went on to write: 


The PHP malware sample they have 
provided appears to be P.A.S. version 
3.1.0 which is commonly available 
and the website that claims to have 
authored it says they are Ukrainian. 
It is also several versions behind the 
most current version of P.A.S. which 
is 4.1.1b. One might reasonably ex- 
pect Russian intelligence operatives 
to develop their own tools or at least 
use current malicious tools from out- 
side sources. 


President Obama accepted the JAR at face 
value without listening to tech experts 
about the report’s lack of veracity and 
— in the waning days of his presidency 
— expelled 35 Russian intelligence opera- 
tives and sanctioned five Russian entities 
and four individuals. 

There is little doubt that Russian hack- 
ers have been involved in both cyber- 
espionage and cyber-sabotage against the 
United States in the past and probably 
in the present. In early November 2014, 
THE NEW AMERICAN reported in an on- 
line article on Russian hackers — likely 
state-sponsored — penetrating the sys- 
tems of the White House itself. That hack 
— which was discovered by an unnamed 
“ally” of the United States — resulted 


How the big boys play partisan politics: The intelligence community played a vital role in the 
establishment's attempts to keep Trump out of (and put Clinton in) the White House. When that 
failed, it appears the focus shifted to delegitimizing Trump’s presidency. 
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in many computer systems in the White 
House being offline for days while the 
software used in the attack was removed 
and passwords were reset. 

Awecek after reporting on that hack, THE 
New AMERICAN reported in another on- 
line article that Russian hackers — again, 
likely state-sponsored — had penetrated 
critical systems in the United States that 
control vital parts of the nation’s infra- 
structure, including “complex industrial 
operations such as oil and gas pipelines, 
power transmission grids, water distribu- 
tion and filtration systems, wind turbines 
and even some nuclear plants” and infect- 
ed those systems with a piece of malware 
dubbed “BlackEnergy.” As we reported 
then, the malware would allow hackers to 
remotely shut down or destroy these vital 
systems, creating chaos and causing un- 
told damage to not only our infrastructure, 
but also our economy. 

The chief difference between those at- 
tacks — where there was substantially 
more evidence of involvement by state- 
sponsored Russian hackers — and these 
alleged hacks of the DNC and Clinton 
campaign is that in neither of those previ- 
ous cases were any sanctions issued nor 
was anyone expelled from the country. 
Given that APT28 was also used in the 
White House hack, one is compelled to 
conclude that Obama’s decision to throw 
a grenade over his shoulder on his way out 
of the Oval Office was motivated not by 
national security interests, but by purely 
political interests. 

But did Russia — or anyone else, for 
that matter — hack computers to get the e- 
mails and documents that were published 
by WikiLeaks? Julian Assange, the found- 
er and public face of WikiLeaks, denied 
in a television interview with John Pilger 
of RT (formally Russia Today) that Rus- 
sia was the source of the leaked e-mails. 
“Hillary Clinton has stated multiple times, 
falsely, that 17 US intelligence agencies 
had assessed that Russia was the source 
of our publications. That’s false — we can 
say that the Russian government is not the 
source,” he declared in the interview in 
early November. 

Furthermore, Craig Murray, a former 
British ambassador to Uzbekistan who 
now serves as an operative for WikiLeaks, 
told the Daily Mail that he has good rea- 
son to know the leaks did not come from 
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Credible? WikiLeaks — which has published millions of documents and scooped the mainstream 


media on many occasions — has never published anything that was later shown to be false. 
Julian Assange, the founder and public face of the whistleblower website, has repeatedly denied 
that Russia is behind the leaked DNC and Clinton campaign e-mails and documents. 


Russian hackers — or any hackers, for that 
matter: He personally received the leaked 
e-mails and documents from a person who 
“had legal access to the information.” He 
unambiguously denied that the leaks were 
the result of any hacking, saying, “The 
documents came from inside leaks, not 
hacks,” and “Regardless of whether the 
Russians hacked into the DNC, the docu- 
ments WikiLeaks published did not come 
from that.”As the Daily Mail reported on 
December 14: 


Murray said he retrieved the package 
from a source during a clandestine 
meeting in a wooded area near Amer- 
ican University, in northwest D.C. He 
said the individual he met with was 
not the original person who obtained 
the information, but an intermediary. 


Four weeks later, on January 6 — just 


two weeks before Trump was to begin 
his presidency — the intelligence com- 
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munity released yet another report. It 
focused on the intelligence community’s 
assessment made in “high confidence” 
that “Russian President Vladimir Putin 
ordered an influence campaign in 2016 
aimed at the US presidential election” 
to “undermine public faith in the US 
democratic process, denigrate Secretary 
Clinton, and harm her electability and 
potential presidency.” The report, “As- 
sessing Russian Activities and Intentions 
in Recent US Elections,” went on to say, 
“We further assess Putin and the Russian 
Government developed a clear preference 
for President-elect Trump.” 

That sounds pretty definitive. But even 
a quick reading of the report removes any 
doubt that it is little more than one part 
smoke and one part mirrors. The report runs 
25 pages in all. Of those 25 pages, the first 
10 are an introduction containing “back- 
ground” in the form of various disclaimers 
and a summary of the assessment. All 25 
pages carry the following disclaimer: 
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This report is a declassified version 
of a highly classified assessment; its 
conclusions are identical to those in 
the highly classified assessment but 
this version does not include the full 
supporting information on key ele- 
ments of the influence campaign. 


In other words, something approaching 
blind faith is required in order to trust the 
assessment. To make matters even worse, 
the first part of the introduction includes 
a section under the heading “The Analytic 
Process,” which explains (in seven bullet 
points) the process by which the intel- 
ligence community arrived at its conclu- 
sions. The process is, in a word, subjective. 
Peppered with language such as, “difficult 
to achieve,” “analysts’ judgments and as- 
sumptions,” and “uncertainties associated 
with major judgments,” the segment on 
“The Analytic Process” does not exactly 
instill confidence. In fact, it concludes with 
the following two bullet points: 


¢ Some analytic judgments are based 
directly on collected information; 
others rest on previous judgments, 
which serve as building blocks in 
rigorous analysis. In either type of 
judgment, the tradecraft standards 
outlined above ensure that analysts 
have an appropriate basis for the 
judgment. 

* Intelligence Community judg- 
ments often include two important el- 
ements: judgments of how likely it is 
that something has happened or will 
happen (using terms such as “likely” 
or “unlikely’”) and confidence levels 
in those judgments (low, moderate, 
and high) that refer to the evidentiary 
basis, logic and reasoning, and prec- 
edents that underpin the judgments. 


All of which may be fine and good when 
dealing with a body of men and women 
who have shown that their “judgment” 
and “analytic process” can be trusted. But 
this is not that. Instead, the American peo- 
ple are being asked to accept — on faith 
— the assessment that “Russian President 
Vladimir Putin ordered an influence cam- 
paign in 2016 aimed at the US presidential 
election” to “undermine public faith in the 
US democratic process, denigrate Secre- 
tary Clinton, and harm her electability and 
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potential presidency” and bring about the 
election of Donald Trump. 

Before swallowing that jagged little 
pill, the mindful American would do well 
to reflect on a previous assessment made 
by the intelligence community in “high 
confidence.” That assessment was that 
Saddam Hussein was amassing weapons 
of mass destruction that he would “likely” 
use against American interests. That as- 
sessment took America to war with Iraq 
and cost this nation thousands of lives, 
billions of dollars, and much of what was 
left of our credibility. It also helped create 
the climate from which sprang ISIS/ISIL. 

The report claims, “When it appeared to 
Moscow that Secretary Clinton was likely 
to win the election, the Russian influence 
campaign then focused on undermining her 
expected presidency” by “a Russian mes- 
saging strategy that blends covert intelli- 
gence operations — such as cyber activity 
— with overt efforts by Russian Govern- 
ment agencies, state-funded 
media, third-party intermediar- 
ies, and paid social media users 
or ‘trolls.”” 

In essence, the report 
claims that the Putin-directed 
Russian campaign sought to 
discredit and denigrate Hill- 
ary Clinton by hacking serv- 
ers belonging to the DNC and 
Clinton campaign and then 
leaking damning documents 
and e-mails via WikiLeaks 
and other Internet media out- 
lets. Russia is further accused 
of using its state-sponsored 
RT to report on Clinton in an 
unfavorable light. In fact, the 
intelligence community has 
such heartburn with RT that 
nearly a third of the report is 
dedicated to proving that RT is 
little more than a propaganda 
tool of the Kremlin. Given, 
that is true. It’s also a well- 
established fact. 

That the intelligence com- 
munity would spend so much 
of the report proving what 
does not need to be proved 
(that RT is a propaganda ma- 
chine) only makes sense in 
light of the principle of mis- 
direction. The report is over- 
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weighted with proving what everyone al- 
ready knows while it fails to prove what 
it sets out to prove. 

Of course, left completely out of the 
analysis is the salient fact that the leaked 
data and news reports of corruption and 
double-dealing that were so “denigrating” 
to Clinton and served to both “discredit” 
her and “harm her electability and po- 
tential presidency” were all true. If there 
had not been any corruption to uncover, 
the leaked data and unfavorable reporting 
could not have done Clinton or the DNC 
any harm whatsoever. 

And just what is it that RT was supposed 
to have done that was so subversive of the 
election? The report states that RT news 
coverage “consistently cast President- 
elect Trump as the target of unfair cover- 
age from traditional US media outlets that 
they claimed were subservient to a corrupt 
political establishment.” Left out of the re- 
port is that RT was correct in that asser- 


Go-between: Former British ambassador Craig Murray, who now serves 
as an operative for WikiLeaks, has good reason to know the leaks did 
not come from Russian hackers — or any hackers, for that matter. He 
says he personally received the leaked e-mails and documents from a 
person who “had legal access to the information.” 


tion. THE NEW AMBRICAN also reported on 
baseless attacks on Trump by “traditional 
US media outlets.” Why? Because it was 
demonstrably true. 

In the end, though — after spending 
the other two-thirds of its length claim- 
ing, but not proving, that Russia moved 
heaven and earth to sway the election re- 
sults — the report refuses to even try to 
show whether Russia was successful. The 
report states: 


We did not make an assessment of the 
impact that Russian activities had on 
the outcome of the 2016 election. 
The US Intelligence Community is 
charged with monitoring and assess- 
ing the intentions, capabilities, and 
actions of foreign actors; it does not 
analyze US political processes or US 
public opinion. 


In what appears to be a last-ditch effort to 
get as much play out of this 
report before Trump assumed 
his new role as president, the 
intelligence community added 
a document to the report that 
made even more audacious 
claims and offered even less 
evidence than the report itself. 
Just days after the declassi- 
fied version of the report was 
made public, it was reported 
that a “dossier” prepared by 
a “former British intelligence 
agent” had been appended to 
the report and that a two-page 
summary of that “dossier” had 
been “presented” to “President 
Obama and President-elect 
Trump” by the directors of the 
ODNI, FBI, CIA, and NSA 
in a briefing. Trump and oth- 
ers — including government 
officials — later denied that 
Trump was ever “presented” 
with the two-page summary of 
the “dossier.” 

That “dossier” — filled with 
bad grammar, poor spelling, 
and lousy formatting — al- 
leges that Russian agents have 
compromising information on 
Trump that could be used to 
blackmail him. Without wad- 
ing too far into the mire, the al- 
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legations are essentially that during visits to 
Moscow, Trump engaged in perverse acts 
with Russian prostitutes, including an epi- 
sode where he had them urinate on the bed 
in the presidential suite of the Ritz Carlton 
Hotel where President Obama had stayed 
with First Lady Michelle Obama during his 
visit to Moscow. 

The document also claims that the “Rus- 
sian regime has been cultivating, support- 
ing and assisting TRUMP for at least 5 
years” and that Trump “and his inner circle 
have accepted a regular flow of intelligence 
from the Kremlin, including on his Demo- 
cratic and other political rivals.” 

All of which would be pretty damning 
stuff, if it were even close to true. There is 
just one problem. Even BuzzFeed — which 
included the entire text of the less-than-be- 
lievable document in its “report” — admits: 


The document was prepared for po- 
litical opponents of Trump by a per- 
son who is understood to be a former 
British intelligence agent. It is not 
just unconfirmed: It includes some 
clear errors. The report misspells 
the name of one company, “Alpha 
Group,” throughout. It is Alfa Group. 
The report says the settlement of Bar- 
vikha, outside Moscow, is “reserved 
for the residences of the top leader- 
ship and their close associates.” It is 
not reserved for anyone, and it is also 
populated by the very wealthy. 


And those are not the only problems with 
the document. The “dossier” accuses 
Aleksej Gubarev and his company XBT 
Holding of “using botnets and porn traffic 
to transmit viruses, plant bugs, steal data 
and conduct ‘altering operations’ against 
the Democratic Party leadership.” (A bot- 
net is a group of Internet-connected com- 
puters often used to send spam e-mails or 
conduct other hacking operations.) Again, 
as before, the claim of the report lacks 
anything resembling evidence, and is — 
in fact — contradicted by facts. 

Gubarev’s name is misspelled in the 
“dossier” as “Aleksei GUBAROV.” The 
document claims: 


[REDACTED] reported that over the 
period March-September 2016 a com- 
pany called XBT/Webzilla and its af- 
filiates had been using botnets and 
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porn traffic to transmit viruses, plant 
bugs, steal data and conduct “altering 
operations” against the Democratic 
Party leadership. Entities linked to one 
Aleksei GUBAROV were involved 
and he and another hacking expert, 
both recruited under duress by the 
FSB, Seva KAPSUGOVICH, were 
significant players in this operation. in 
Prague. COHEN agreed contingency 
plans for various scenarios to protect 
the Operation, but in particular what 
was to be done in the event that Hil- 
lary CLINTON won the presidency. 
It was important in this event that 
all cash payments owed were made 
quickly and discreetly and that cyber 
and other operators were stood down/ 
able to go effectively to ground to 
cover their traces. (We reported earlier 
that the involvement of political op- 
eratives Paul MANAFORT and Carter 
PAGE in the secret TRUMP- Kremlin 
liaison had been exposed in the media 
in the run-up to Prague and that dam- 
age limitation of these also was dis- 
cussed by COHEN with the Kremlin 
representatives). 


According to a report by McClatchy, 
Gubarev, a Russian venture capitalist and 
tech expert, claims to operate 75,000 servers 
around the world and employs technology 
to provide real-time information reports in 
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the event of any hacking or illicit activity on 
any of those servers. He says there has been 
no evidence of such activity. “I don’t know 
why I was there [in the report],” Gubarev 
said, adding that perhaps one of his com- 
petitors was attempting to discredit him. 
Gubarev continued: “T still don’t understand 
the true reason for this report.” 

Added to that, Gubarev — who is named 
as a hacker for the Russian government in 
the “dossier” the intelligence community 
thought enough of to add it to an official 
report — has never been visited by anyone 
from the intelligence community. “I have 
a physical office in Dallas. Nobody con- 
tacted me,” he told McClatchy. 

Furthermore, the “COHEN” named in 
the report is purportedly Trump’s lawyer, 
Michael Cohen. But there is a serious 
problem with that. Michael Cohen was 
never in Prague when all of these cloak- 
and-dagger meetings were supposed to be 
taking place between him and the shadowy 
FSB agents. In fact, his passport shows he 
has never been to Prague. 

Even acursory investigation by any low- 
level agent of the intelligence organizations 
involved in this fiasco would have shown 
them that there is nothing to this document. 
Instead, the closest any intelligence official 
has come to admitting that it is a fraud is 
when Director of National Intelligence 
James Clapper admitted that the “docu- 
ment is not a U.S. Intelligence Community 


Bad this time? President Viadimir Putin is accused by the intelligence community of controlling (by 
blackmail) and assisting (by hacks and leaks) President Trump. But the intelligence community — 
while making wild, salacious claims — offers nothing even resembling proof to back those claims. 
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Liar rating — pants on fire: Director of National Intelligence James Clapper testified before the 
Senate that Julian Assange of WikiLeaks has no credibility. But this is the same James Clapper 
who famously lied under oath on camera when he told the Senate in March 2013 that the NSA 
does not collect any data at all on any American citizens. 


product” and that the intelligence commu- 
nity “has not made any judgment that the 
information in this document is reliable.” 
Of course, this concession falls short. 

Then again, this is the same James 
Clapper who is known for famously lying 
under oath and on camera in testimony be- 
fore the Senate in March 2013 about NSA 
surveillance programs when he said that 
the NSA does not collect any data at all 
on any American citizens. More recently, 
Clapper again provided false information 
to the Senate in sworn testimony. 

While answering a question from Sena- 
tor John McCain (R-Ariz.) about the al- 
legations of Russian hacking of the DNC 
and Clinton campaign, Clapper was asked 
whether WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange 
has “any credibility.” Clapper replied, “Not 
in my view.” Later in the exchange, Clap- 
per bolstered his previous statement by say- 
ing Assange is “holed up in the Ecuadorian 
embassy in London because he’s under in- 
dictment — I believe by the Swedish gov- 
ernment — for a sexual crime.” 

There are a couple things in this ex- 
change that need to be unpacked a bit. 

First, this Senate hearing was just before 
Senator McCain admitted to being one of 
the intelligence community’s sources in 
acquiring the “dossier” on Trump. He told 
CNN that while he did not know “if it [the 
“dossier” | is credible or not,” “I thought 
[the information] deserved to be delivered 
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to the FBI, the appropriate agency of gov- 
ernment,” adding, “It doesn’t trouble me 
because I don’t know if it is accurate or 
not. I have no way of corroborating that. 
The individual gave me the information. I 
looked at it. After receiving that informa- 
tion I took it to the FBI.” So the loaded 
question that was used to undermine As- 
sange’s credibility in regard to statements 
by Assange and WikiLeaks that the source 
of the leaked DNC and Clinton campaign 
e-mails was neither Russian nor part of 
any government was asked by the senator 
who provided the intelligence community 
with the “dossier” claiming otherwise. 

This looks for all the world like a staged 
question-and-answer session masquerad- 
ing as a Senate hearing. 

Second, Clapper — who elected to in- 
clude the unsubstantiated “dossier” (pro- 
vided by McCain) in the intelligence com- 
munity’s assessment of Russian hacking 
to influence the election — said in sworn 
testimony that Julian Assange is “under 
indictment — I believe by the Swedish 
government — for a sexual crime.” 

In reality, Assange has never been in- 
dicted in connection with those allega- 
tions. Instead, he was questioned in Au- 
gust 2010 in Sweden, the case was closed, 
and he was told he was free to leave the 
country. Three months later, a special 
prosecutor reopened the case and said 
she wanted to question Assange again. 
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Assange, fearing that this was a plot to 
extradite him to the United States to face 
possible charges of espionage for publish- 
ing documents showing illegal activities 
by the U.S. government, took refuge in 
the Ecuadorian embassy in London and 
said he would agree to answer questions 
there. The prosecutor at first refused to 
interrogate him either via video link or in 
person at the embassy, demanding that he 
come to Sweden. In November 2016, she 
changed her mind and began questioning 
Assange at the embassy. In the meantime, 
the statute of limitations expired on all but 
one charge — an allegation of “lesser de- 
gree rape” — for which he has been ques- 
tioned, but never indicted. 

So in an exchange between two sur- 
veillance hawks, who are both involved 
to one degree or another in having a fake 
document added to an intelligence report, 
the conversation conveniently turned to 
whether Julian Assange — and by exten- 
sion, WikiLeaks — has any credibility. 
And Clapper, in an apparent effort to un- 
dermine the credibility of Assange, makes 
yet another false statement under oath. 

Given that the intelligence community 
— Clapper certainly included — is a dys- 
functional group of liars and manipulators, 
it hardly seems that Clapper would be the 
one to talk about Assange’s credibility. 

Any objective comparison between the 
trustworthiness of the intelligence com- 
munity (which habitually lies and propa- 
gandizes for the purposes of its own po- 
litical agenda) and WikiLeaks (which has 
published millions of documents over the 
last decade and has never been found to 
fabricate anything) would lead to the con- 
clusion that WikiLeaks is the only organi- 
zation in that comparison with any cred- 
ibility. If WikiLeaks said it was raining 
outside and the intelligence community 
said it was fair, this writer would pack an 
umbrella before going out. 

The intelligence community has pre- 
sented exactly zero evidence of the alle- 
gations that President Trump is a “puppet” 
of the Russian government or that Russia 
attempted to influence the election. In- 
stead, the American people are asked to 
accept those allegations on the good word 
of men such as James Clapper. Given that 
the intelligence community has demon- 
strated — time and again — that it is not 
trustworthy, that is asking too much. Ml 
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years of trial and error — schools adhere to the latest whims and fads, damaging youth. 


by Selwyn Duke 


G oY must never let schooling 
interfere with education,” 
warned 19th-century novel- 

ist Grant Allen. Since then, the interfer- 
ence has become profound enough that 
we could wonder if no formal education 
is preferable to today’s miseducation. An 
uninformed person desiring your good 
health may not treat you; the misinformed 
physician will mistreat you. In fact, he will 
violate the Hippocratic Oath with passion, 
inspired by the conviction that he’s an- 
swering a high calling. 

By the November 2020 election, ap- 
proximately 10 million Americans will 
have died; mostly older, they’re a demo- 
graphic that generally votes for conser- 
vatives. They will be perhaps more than 
replaced, though, by approximately 16 
million young people who will turn 18 be- 
tween now and then. Yet these new voters 
won’t fill their elders’ shoes: They’ ll dis- 
proportionately cast ballots for hardcore 
statists, perhaps being the most “liberal” 
group of 18-year-olds in American history. 

While much of their malformation is 
due to popular culture and poor parent- 
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ing, another factor is something Abraham 
Lincoln addressed when saying, “The 
philosophy of the classroom today will 
be the philosophy of government tomor- 
row.” Many think of education as being 
just about the three r’s, which today, lam- 
entably, have become racism, relativism, 
and revisionism. Yet whatever form the r’s 
take, education could never be limited to 
them — man’s nature precludes that. 

As philosopher G.K. Chesterton put 
it, “In truth, there are only two kinds 
of people; those who accept dogma and 
know it, and those who accept dogma and 
don’t know it.” Man is a creature who be- 
lieves — things. He is a moral being in 
the sense that, whether he’s an absolutist 
or relativist, he will adopt certain moral 
positions as his own. And when they are 
important enough to him, he will express 
them, often passionately, and may even 
try to impose them. 

Of course, we all know those lukewarm 
types who, for their principles, wouldn’t 
fall on a sword if it were made by Nerf. 
Yet they’re the benchwarmers. The pas- 
sionate carry the day even if they be few; 
they shape social codes, traditions, and 
laws — and curricula. 


Today we don’t much have the impo- 
sition of morality, but the imposition of 
immorality. The symptoms are plain and 
all around us. Proving George Orwell’s 
observation that there “are some ideas 
so absurd that only an intellectual could 
believe them,” academia now breeds 
sheer lunacy. “White privilege theory” 
is all the rage on campuses today, and in 
2015 we learned of a course at Arizona 
State University concerning the “Prob- 
lem of Whiteness.” This almost sounds 
sane, too, relative to what I described in 
the 2013 NEw AMBRICAN essay “Diploma 
Disaster?” To wit: “As the Young Amer- 
ica’s Foundation pointed out in ‘The 
Dirty Dozen: America’s Most Bizarre 
and Politically Correct College Courses’ 
(12/9/2006), academia has descended into 
course offerings such as ‘The Phallus,’ 
‘Queer Musicology,’ ‘Border Crossings, 
Borderlands: Transnational Feminist 
Perspectives on Immigration,’ ‘White- 
ness: The Other Side of Racism,’ ‘Na- 
tive American Feminisms,’ ‘Sex Change 
City: Theorizing History in Genderqueer 
San Francisco,’ and ‘Lesbian Pulp Fic- 
tion,’ just to name a handful. So maybe 
Johnny can’t read, but he’s fine with that. 
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By the November 2020 election, approximately 10 
million Americans will have died; mostly older, they’re 
a demographic that generally votes for conservatives. 
They will be perhaps more than replaced, though, by 
approximately 16 million young people. 


He knows that language is a white male 
homophobic social construct, anyway.” 
With these institutions of lower learn- 
ing disgorging our schoolteachers and 
curriculum models, it’s no surprise this 
has filtered down to primary and sec- 
ondary education. In 2013, Portland, 
Oregon, school principal Verenice Guti- 
errez warned that talking about a pea- 
nut butter and jelly sandwich could be a 
“racist” act because, as she rhetorically 
asked, “What about Somali or Hispanic 
students, who might not eat sandwich- 
es?” Then there was the other ridiculous 
question, “Is white bread more racist 
than whole wheat?” This, actually, was 
a quip by College Fix editor Nathan 
Harden, making fun of Gutierrez. Yet 
this illustrates our cultural decline: It’s 
sometimes hard to distinguish between 
jokes — and the teaching philosophy of 
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walking, talking embodiments of jokes 
masquerading as educators. 

A less funny but every bit as faddish 
obsession is the so-called “transgender” 
movement, which I’ve dubbed the Made- 
up Sexual Status (MUSS) agenda. I won’t 
dissect it here soup to nuttiness, partially 
because I’ve done it to death on these pages 
before, but mainly because this essay deals 
with larger issues of which it’s merely a 
symptom. As you likely know, however 
— since we’ve all been bludgeoned with 
the MUSS agenda these last several years 
— the idea is that a person can identify 
as being male, female, or one of scores of 
other “genders” and dress accordingly, as 
takes his fancy. And we’re not to call him 
a fancy boy, but are to blithely accept his 
whims. 

Yet there is no good science behind this 
agenda. There are no physiological mark- 


Teaching children ideas younger than they are: The best example of a fashionable fallacy is 
the “transgender” agenda. Fiction masquerading as fact, it is unscientific and unproven but 
nonetheless unchallenged in today’s government schools. 
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ers a doctor can identify to indicate that 
at work truly is a biological phenomenon 
and not a purely psychological one, that 
what needs alteration is the given patient’s 
body and not, as we rubes would assume, 
his mind. Nonetheless, the agenda has en- 
tered schools, with educators sometimes 
allowing students to use the bathroom of 
their choice and giving them “sensitivity 
training” (mis)informing that a MUSS is 
legitimate. 

This is illustrative of something Ches- 
terton quite picturesquely noted in his 
1910 book What’ Wrong With the World: 


The trouble in too many of our mod- 
ern schools is that the State, being 
controlled so specially by the few, 
allows cranks and experiments to go 
straight to the schoolroom when they 
have never passed through the Parlia- 
ment, the public house, the private 
house, the church, or the marketplace. 
Obviously, it ought to be the oldest 
things that are taught to the youngest 
people; the assured and experienced 
truths that are put first to the baby. 
But in a school to-day the baby has 
to submit to a system that is younger 
than himself. The flopping infant of 
four actually has more experience, 
and has weathered the world longer, 
than the dogma to which he is made to 
submit. Many a school boasts of hav- 
ing the last ideas in education, when it 
has not even the first idea. 


Tragically, these “last ideas,” if not reject- 
ed, can author our Republic’s last chapter. 
Moreover, “since the private schools have 
basically copied the public schools ... 
only with a higher tuition,” to quote edu- 
cator and writer Dale Ahlquist, we must 
ask (and answer) a question: What is the 
root cause of our schooling problem? 

If we were teaching nutrition, we'd re- 
late the laws of the field as best we under- 
stood them. Imagine, however, we began 
falling victim to the notion there essen- 
tially were no such rules, that it all was 
relative. What would then become our 
yardstick for formulating curriculum? 

Of course, if there were no principles 
behind the matter, there would be nothing 
to teach. It would then be not like trying 
to instruct as to why asparagus is better 
(health-wise) than ice cream, but why one 
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If we yell, we get our way: Instilled with pridefulness and the notion that their feelings can be 
arbiters of reality, many students today will arrogantly and angrily protest without being able to 
explain themselves rationally — and not caring that they can’t. 


flavor ice cream is better than another; the 
latter is a matter of taste, not truth, and 
no one need be schooled in what to like 
(though tyrants may disagree). 

Yet now imagine that, as is typical, 
people haven’t thought matters through 
carefully enough to grasp the implications 
of their nutritional relativism. Moreover, 
already having established schools of 
nutrition and instinctively believing the 
field “should be taught,” they continue 
plodding along, driven by cultural habit. 
Again, what would be their yardstick for 
devising curriculum? 

Well, these kitchen relativists might be 
skeptical of things called the “principles 
of nutrition,” but one thing they wouldn’t 
dispute is the existence of their own tastes. 
And how seductive tastes are. A principle 
may sound good, but it cant feel m’mm- 
m’mm good like a taste can. So remove 
the idea that the principle is something ob- 
jective and transcendent from the equation 
— convince people it’s just an invention of 
man — and how can it compete? It’s hard 
enough getting little Johnny to eat his veg- 
etables when you can passionately claim 
they’re good for him. How can you do it 
amidst the notion it’s just another prefer- 
ence? A distasteful fiction can’t compete 
with a tasty fact. 
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Now, as nutritional relativism waxed 
and knowledge of the framework of rel- 
evant principles waned, nutrition teach- 
ers would gradually cease acting with 
principle. Preference would hold progres- 
sively more sway as the operative guide 
became “If it tastes good, eat it.” More- 
over, since everyone has tastes and, again, 
no one can rightly say one taste is better 
than another, this could very well result 
in devising curriculum based on quota. 
We might try giving every group a place 
at the dinner table. Forget about vitamins, 
minerals, proteins, and carbohydrates; the 
focus would be Indian cuisine, Chinese, 
Thai, Turkish, Mexican, Somali, and just 
about everything else in fashion, as nutri- 
tional science, having lost its raison d’étre, 
became culinary instruction. 

What’s more, an endorsement of junk 
food might then follow because, hey, a lot 
of people like junk food. In fact, robbed of 
an objective standard for measuring food’s 
“goodness” and believing “Who is to say 
what’s good or bad?” experimentation 
would become the order of the day. Try 
it, you may like it. Are you oriented to- 
ward this food or that — or do you go both 
ways? Which do you identify with? Of 
course, thus proceeding could just mean a 
bad stomach or poor long-term health. Or 


it could mean sampling those pretty ber- 
ries on the tree that the birds gobble down 
so greedily. One man’s poison is another’s 
pleasure, you know. 

Ridiculous? Fair enough. One thing 
about what we call the “laws” of the phys- 
ical world is that violating them has hard- 
to-ignore physical consequences. Seeing 
someone dig a grave with a fork and knife 
or keel over after munching on foxglove 
is quite convincing. One may fancy he 
can fly off a tall building, but the ensuing 
“Splat!” deters most observers from call- 
ing Newton a fool. Just as significantly, 
since even the most liberal thinkers (espe- 
cially them, actually) aren’t usually open- 
minded about sampling death, there’s 
generally little personal vested interest in 
denying the laws governing health. 

Then again, there is the occasional 
person who will rationalize away his 
binge eating, heavy drinking, or chain 
smoking, attached as he is to his vices 
and averse as he is to acknowledging 
their dangerousness. Note, too, that the 
likelihood of denial of reality increases 
as the consequences for violation of a 
law diminish in immediacy, severity, and 
obviousness. The would-be Superman’s 
“Splat!” makes perceiving cause and ef- 
fect easy; the effects of a terrible diet are 
less frightening and more distant, yet cer- 
tainly observable in a scientific sample of 
gluttons. But what of moral laws, what 
we may call “Truth”? 

Were there a “Splat!” moment upon in- 
dulging fornication or adultery, we’d be a 
pious civilization, indeed (and Bill Clinton 
would have made quite different, and far 
briefer, headlines). Yet the consequences 
of moral law’s violation are generally 
distant enough to leave miles of rational- 
ization room between cause and effect. 
It’s perhaps much as with how the com- 
mon cold’s symptoms are obvious while 
pancreatic cancer is known as the “silent 
killer”; immediate bark doesn’t always 
correspond to ultimate bite. Add to this 
that moral laws can spoil something that 
is immediate — fun (e.g., sexual license) 
— and the appeal of rationalizing them 
away is apparent. 

Yet say what we will about the causes 
of our age’s philosophical/spiritual mal- 
aise — and that’s precisely what moral 
relativism is — one thing is clear: The 
West has become a post-Truth civiliza- 
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Fair warning: The prince of profundity, G.K. Chesterton colorfully and astutely defined 
education’s problems a century ago — and schooling would be far better today had his advice 
been heeded then. 


tion. This is evident not just in experi- 
ence (virtually everyone I’ve broached 
this topic with over the last 30 years has 
spouted the predictable relativist lines) 
but in research, with a Barna Group study 
showing that only six percent of teenag- 
ers in 2002 believed in Truth (absolute by 
definition) and that Americans are most 
likely to make “moral” decisions based 
on feelings. 

This dislocation from moral reality af- 
fects everything, schooling included. “We 
are plagued by purposelessness. Along 
with that we have lost the purpose of edu- 
cation,” wrote Dale Ahlquist in 2015. “It is 
supposed to be ‘truth in the state of trans- 
mission,’” he continued, quoting Chester- 
ton, “the process of passing the truth from 
one generation to another. The school has 
not only lost the purpose of education, it 
has lost the truth.” 

And thus has it lost its collective mind. 
What was outlined in my nutrition-cur- 
riculum analogy we see in modern mise- 
ducation, everywhere. We assign courses 
based on quota, with offerings such as 
women’s, “gay and lesbian,” “transgen- 
der,” “African-American,” and Latino 
studies, and there are bizarre classes such 
as those mentioned earlier. We also have 
Black History Month, Women’s History 
Month, Asian/Pacific American Heritage 
Month, Gay and Lesbian Pride Month, and 
National Hispanic Heritage Month, all of 
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which may be recognized in schools. The 
focus is no longer on whether something 
relates Truth, but on kowtowing to the fla- 
vor of the day. 

Likewise, criticism isn’t leveled ob- 
jectively, which would marginalize ideas 
such as Marxism; instead, our character- 
istic prejudices govern. Whites are now a 
favored whipping boy, so colleges teach 
about “white privilege”; men are con- 
sidered fatally flawed, hence courses on 
“toxic masculinity”; and we’re even hear- 
ing of “cisgender” privilege, cisgender re- 
ferring, for example, to a man who actual- 
ly considers himself, unbelievably, a man. 

And those not white, cis, or male can 
seek refuge in another college provision: 
“safe spaces.” But “safe” from what? 

Among other things, from Truth. 

For the Truth could offend — feelings. 

There was a time when teachers under- 
stood that a goal of education was to shat- 
ter illusions, not shield them; to be enlight- 
ened, not frightened, by Truth. But how 
can this compare to feelings, those things 
that, like taste, certainly exist? 

Writing at the Week last month, Michael 
Brendan Dougherty lamented, “Students 
don’t want to learn anymore. They want 
to teach.” He reported that University 
of London undergraduates want “to ‘de- 
colonize’ their institution” by removing 
“white” philosophers such as Plato and 
Kant. Of course, philosophy being “the 


search for Truth,” they should propose 
removing the discipline altogether. But, 
hey, it just doesn’t seem like “education” 
without a philosophy department. 

It also would be ridiculous paying 
money to attend school while imply- 
ing you know more than the teachers, 
were college today still about learning 
and not about obtaining a (supposedly) 
money-making degree. Yet this accords 
with the spirit of the age. Writing at the 
Johns Hopkins School of Education web- 
site, Dr. Donalee Markus quotes Muriel 
Spark’s 1961 novel The Prime of Miss 
Jean Brodie: “To me education is a 
leading out of what is already there in 
the pupil’s soul. To Miss Mackay it is a 
putting in of something that is not there, 
and that is not what I call education. I 
call it intrusion.” A now popular notion, 
Chesterton had criticized it a half century 
earlier already, stating “that certain crazy 
pedants” have asserted “that education is 
not instruction at all, does not teach by 
authority at all. They present the process 
as coming, not from the outside, from the 
teacher, but entirely from inside the boy.” 
He then mentions, as Spark would later, 
that these pedants say “education” “is the 
Latin for leading out or drawing out the 
dormant faculties of each person.” He 
continued, “Somewhere far down in the 
dim boyish soul is a primordial yearning 
to learn Greek accents or to wear clean 
collars; and the schoolmaster only gen- 
tly and tenderly liberates this imprisoned 
purpose.... [Yet] I think it would be about 
as sane to say that the baby’s milk comes 
from the baby as to say that the baby’s 
educational merits do.” 

With moderns’ relativism-born focus 
on feelings, however, this makes perfect 
sense. After all, a baby isn’t born know- 
ing Truth, but feelings he has quite natu- 
rally. And if feelings are to be the arbiters 
of things, why should his be subordinated 
to someone else’s? A good teacher could 
have a superior grasp of Truth, but it’s 
hard to make the case that he has superior 
feelings, especially since “superiority” is 
also a relative concept in our post-Truth 
universe. 

Thus, “Education should be exercise; 
it has become massage,” observed physi- 
cian and author Martin H. Fischer. Schools 
massage students’ feelings and massage 
their egos as they try to massage some 
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performance out of them. Chesterton 
mentioned “authority,” which has become 
a dirty word. Discipline and obedience 
are not only lacking in today’s schools 
— whose character often ranges from 
babysitting center to minimum-security 
prison — the concepts are actually con- 
sidered antiquated. Those two things are 
prerequisites for education, however, for 
how can someone learn from you unless 
he is first willing to listen to you? Listen- 
ing precedes learning. 

Yet rebellious youth are to be expect- 
ed in an age of adults who rebel even 
against Truth and, of course, its author: 
God. Moreover, our relativism factors 
into our permissiveness. For right makes 
might: Enforcing obedience is far easier 
when understanding that you’re imposing 
an eternal, divine standard. Among well- 
meaning people, however, this will can 
be sapped when believing the standard is 
merely your own agenda or that of other 
mere mortals. If all is taste and nothing 
Truth, whose tastes should act as tyrant? 
(Note: The tyrannically minded don’t 
trouble over this question, and they’re ex- 
actly who take control once moral decay 
yields civilizational collapse.) 

Of course, improving education could 
be as simple as observing when it was bet- 
ter, yesteryear, and resurrecting that day’s 


standards. Note here one report that a col- 
lege degree today is merely the equivalent 
of a 1947 high-school diploma; there are 
also studies indicating that 1950s students 
had larger vocabularies than more recent 
generations. Yet respect for “old” ideas 
has diminished along with respect for old 
people, and for the same reason. 

One of the few assets a wizened and 
weary elderly gentleman can enjoy — 
and what in earlier times could have 
made him a governing “elder” — is at- 
tainment of wisdom. But that quality is 
properly defined as knowledge of what is 
true or good; of course, if an idea called 
old also can be characterized as true and 
good, it is actually eternal. Yet these 
absolutes mean nothing in a relativistic 
age, which is why the eternal is discarded 
as antiquated. This is one reason being 
“with the times” is so significant today: 
Perceiving nothing ageless, we become 
creatures of the age. We fall into a type 
of chronological chauvinism, where our 
time must be the best simply because 
we happen to be in it. And why not? Our 
feelings were molded by it and thus align 
with it, so our age has the endorsement of 
that ultimate guide. 

Yet the worst thing about today’s educa- 
tion, in school and the home, is not what 
is or isn’t learned but what is not tamed: 


from its original purpose. It’s supposed to be about the transmission of Truth, but blind to it and 
married to the spirit of the age, it falls victim to fashionable fallacies. 
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the beast within. As I pointed out recently 
in “Infantile Nation: How Breeding Over- 
grown Children Begets the Nanny State” 
(THE NEw AMERICAN, January 9, 2017), 
the Founding Fathers repeatedly empha- 
sized the importance of virtue, and train- 
ing in it long had been central to educa- 
tion. But virtue, being the set of “good 
moral habits,” is meaningless in a relativ- 
istic time, which is why today we speak of 
“values,” those things that could be good, 
bad, or neutral and which every tyrant has 
in abundance. 

Not surprisingly, having lost touch with 
moral reality, we’re confused, and our 
schools’ values are so often Trojan horses 
for vices. “Self-esteem,” emphasized in 
education, is just a euphemism for pride- 
fulness. And so it goes. As I wrote in the 
above-mentioned essay, “Lust is called 
‘sexual liberation’ and incredulity (lack of 
faith) sophistication. Envy masquerades 
as compassionate redistributive policies; 
and vindictiveness, wrath, and injustice 
as ‘social justice.’ Dishonesty is spun as 
‘spin’ or a ‘narrative’ while imprudence 
can be a ‘lifestyle choice.’ Cowardice in 
action may be called compromise, and 
indifference is branded tolerance.” The 
result, wrote Ahlquist, is that the whole 
educational system “is destined for total 
collapse and the whole culture is in danger 
of collapsing with it. That is what happens 
from following the fads instead of follow- 
ing the truth.” 

Of course, all this was inevitable when 
God was kicked out of school and athe- 
ism became education’s de facto belief. 
For atheism correlates with relativism, 
which leads to moral decay. This is why 
I said that education could never be lim- 
ited to just three legitimate r’s. To quote 
Chesterton one last time, “It does make 
a great deal of difference whether the in- 
structor implies that truth is real, or rela- 
tive, or changeable, or an illusion.” And 
as George Washington warned, “Reason 
and experience both forbid us to expect 
that national morality can prevail in ex- 
clusion of religious principles.” A moral 
education cannot prevail without them, 
either. Yet God was long ago kicked out 
of government schools based on a bizarre 
conception of separation of church and 
state, making the state the church, and 
meaning that a separation of school and 
state is in order. Ml 
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Is Healthcare a Right? 


With President Donald Trump’s campaign 
promise to repeal and replace ObamaCare 
now a priority in the GOP-led Congress, 
it’s worth asking why ObamaCare — as 
well as other government-sponsored 
healthcare initiatives, including Medicare 
and Medicaid — should be such a conten- 
tious topic. Socialized medicine has been a 
front-burner agenda item for the European 
Left for more than 100 years, and for the 
American Left since the end of the Sec- 
ond World War. Healthcare being so often 
a matter of life and death, it is contended, 
all of us enjoy a right to it — and withal 
a right that government ought to guaran- 
tee, via programs such as ObamaCare and 
“single-payer” schemes in other countries 
such as England and Canada. 

But is healthcare really a right? 

The term “right” has seen a lot of abuse 
in our allegedly enlightened modern era. 
Whereas it was once applied to freedoms 
conferred on us by the “laws of nature and 
of nature’s God,” the term is now used 
more or less indiscriminately as a label 
for anything to which we are entitled by 
man-made law. This distinction between 
“natural” and “civil” rights is reasonable 
enough; many purely civil rights, such as 
the right to a trial by jury or habeas cor- 
pus, may not arise directly from natural 
law, but have been proven worthy features 
of our legal code. 

But not all civil, or man-made, rights 
were created equal. Some of them, such 
as habeas corpus, can exist only where the 
powers of the state are correspondingly 
limited. Others, such as the right to trial 
by jury, involve not only a limitation on 
state power (in this case, judicial power), 
but also an obligation on the part of private 
citizens to guarantee that they are upheld. 

Put otherwise, a right to trial by jury 
— a jury of one’s peers, private citizens 
rather than magistrates — implies a duty 
for all private citizens to serve on juries 
if summoned. While jury duty can be an 
inconvenience, most of us have concluded 
that it is a worthwhile sacrifice, inasmuch 
as juries act (in theory, if not always in 
practice) as powerful checks on the state’s 
prosecutorial authority. In other words, 
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the civil right to trial by jury involves a 
duty imposed on citizens that is more than 
offset by the benefit of limiting judiciary 
power. 

But not all so-called civil rights involve 
such trade-offs. In the case of a “right” to 
healthcare (or any other service), it is im- 
plied that certain citizens will need to be 
compelled to provide it. 

Doctors and other healthcare profes- 
sionals therefore must be forced to pro- 
vide healthcare on terms set by the state, 
instead of via voluntary, private contracts. 
But unlike jury duty, the “duty” to provide 
healthcare in no way exerts compensatory 
limits on the power of the state. Quite the 
reverse; the obligation to provide health- 
care service is enjoined on doctors, insur- 
ers, and the like purely because people 
want it at a lower cost than the market can 
now provide. 

To ensure that this entitlement is pro- 
vided, the powers of the state must be 
very greatly enlarged via the creation 
of new bureaucracies and other enforce- 
ment mechanisms. ObamaCare involved 
a huge new grant of power to the IRS to 
penalize those who refused to purchase 
mandatory health insurance. In other 
words, the “right” to healthcare is not re- 
ally a genuine civil right intended to am- 
plify our freedom, but is merely the legal 
entitlement to cheap or free stuff, backed 
by a formidable array of novel govern- 
ment powers. 

The supposed right to healthcare has 
given rise to other putative rights, such 
as the right to insurance and the right to 
benefits packages, all of which amount to 
legal requirements to provide stuff below 
market cost. As a result, such “rights” end 
up not only compelling healthcare provid- 
ers, insurers, and the like to provide goods 
and services below market cost, but also 
forcing taxpayers to pay for them. 

Nor is such logic unique to the health- 
care debate. The very same arguments 
apply to other entitlements disguised as 
rights, many of which have much older 
pedigrees than the “right” to healthcare. 
A “right” to education implies forcing 
some to provide said education and — 
as with healthcare — at lower than mar- 
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ket costs, requiring taxpayer subsidies. A 
“right” to food requires forcing someone 
to provide it. So also “rights” to cloth- 
ing, housing, or a minimum wage. All of 
these are material things that someone 
must provide, and if some cannot afford 
them at market rates, then others must be 
forced to make up the difference via sub- 
sidies. And all such entitlements require 
vast new grants of government power to 
enforce them. As a result, we have a huge 
and generations-old regime of subsidized 
agriculture, housing, education, and 
many other things, all because the goods 
and services subsidized involuntarily by 
the taxpaying public were at some point 
redefined as “rights” by special interests. 
And all of these have required enormous 
increases in the cost and power of gov- 
ernment. 

None of the natural rights protected by 
the Bill of Rights involve such compul- 
sory means. They merely require govern- 
ment not to infringe on them. The free- 
dom to practice one’s religion, to speak or 
write any opinions one might have, or to 
keep and bear arms, require no third party 
obliged to provide such things. These and 
other genuine rights are also called “nega- 
tive” rights because they impose only an 
obligation on the government not to in- 
fringe upon them. 

In a word, healthcare is not a right; it 
is an arbitrarily decreed entitlement. As 
such, it lies outside the proper role of gov- 
ernment as protector of God-given rights 
and freedoms. It is also clearly outside the 
constitutional prerogative of the federal 
government, since nowhere in the Consti- 
tution is Congress granted any legislative 
authority over healthcare. 

Federally mandated and subsidized 
healthcare ought to be repealed and not 
replaced. No matter how ingeniously con- 
trived the new GOP version of ObamaCare 
may turn out to be, it will be the same in 
principle as all other attempts to insti- 
tute socialized medicine, and — such as 
Medicare and ObamaCare — will end up 
distorting the workings of the free market, 
driving up prices, enlarging government 
power, and wasting taxpayer money. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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In a Blow to Globalism, 


TRUMP WITHDRAWS FROM TPP “TRADE” REGIME 
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Fulfilling one of his primary campaign promises, President 
Trump withdrew from the TPP, which, though called a free 
trade pact, was designed to create an entity like the EU. 


by Alex Newman 


tional sovereignty and self-govern- 

ment, on his first full business day in 
office, President Donald Trump fulfilled 
his campaign pledge to withdraw the U.S. 
government from the “free trade” regime 
known as the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship (TPP). Despite strong support from 
Obama, most congressional Republi- 
cans, and the establishment wing of both 
parties, the secretly negotiated “trade” 
scheme was unconstitutional, dangerous, 
and extraordinarily unpopular across the 


| n a major victory for American na- 
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political spectrum. But with the simple 
executive action by the new president on 
January 23, the globalist establishment’s 
cherished dream for what lawmakers de- 
scribed as a “Pacific Union’’-style super- 
government went up in smoke. Globalists 
were furious, while workers and patriots 
celebrated. 

Trump signed the executive order es- 
sentially killing the TPP after a White 
House meeting with a team of high-level 
corporate executives and economic advi- 
sors on trade, manufacturing, and more. 
“Everyone knows what that means, 
right?” Trump was quoted as saying at 


On January 23, his first full business day in 
Office, President Trump fulfilled a key campaign 
pledge with an executive order to stop U.S. 
membership in the sovereignty-shredding 
Trans-Pacific Partnership “free trade” regime. 


the White House signing ceremony for 
the action withdrawing from the TPP. 
“We’ve been talking about this for a long 
time. It’s a great thing for the American 
worker.” However, before making the 
move official, Trump made clear that he 
was not opposed to trade, per se. “What 
we want is fair trade.... And we’re gonna 
treat countries fairly, but they have to 
treat us fairly.” 

Among other concerns, President 
Trump pointed to Japan and the com- 
munist regime in Beijing, both of which 
make it difficult — if not impossible — 
to sell many U.S. goods in their markets. 
“If you want to sell something into China 
and other countries it’s very, very hard,” 
Trump told the CEOs of some of Amer- 
ica’s largest international businesses be- 
fore signing the TPP withdrawal action. 
“In some cases it’s impossible. They 
won’t even take your product. But when 
they do take your product they charge you 
a lot of tax. I don’t call that free trade.” 
Under Trump’s publicly outlined strategy, 
the U.S. government will pursue balanced 
bilateral deals with other governments 
rather than sweeping international regimes 
such as the TPP. 

The day before the TPP order, Trump 
was also working on his plan to renego- 
tiate or, if necessary, withdraw from the 
controversial North American Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA). “We will be starting 
negotiations having to do with NAFTA. 
We are going to start renegotiating on 
NAFTA, on immigration and on security 
at the border,” he explained at a January 
22 ceremony swearing in some of his of- 
ficials. “I think we’re going to have a very 
good result for Mexico, for the United 
States, for everybody involved.” The full 
details of the plan were not immediately 
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available, but Trump was planning to meet 
with the leaders of Mexico and Canada to 
discuss the issue. 

While the TPP deal was likely dead 
anyway after Trump’s election — the TPP 
was so unpopular with American voters 
that even establishment globalist Hillary 
Clinton, who previously called it the “gold 
standard,” had to pretend to oppose it on 
the campaign trail — Trump’s latest ac- 
tion was widely hailed as the death knell 
for the TPP. The scheme has never been 
approved by Congress despite efforts by 
Obama and establishment GOP leaders. 
And Obama and others let the cat out of 
the bag. Despite needing support from 
Republicans to pass the TPP, for example, 
Obama boasted to his supporters that the 
massive scheme was the “most progres- 
sive trade agreement in history.” And to 
the extent that progressivism means unac- 
countable and autocratic rule by the elite 
at the expense of the people, the remark 
could be considered accurate. 

The TPP, like its Atlantic counterpart 
known as the Transatlantic Trade and 
Investment Partnership (TTIP), would 
have stripped Americans of their right 
to self-government across a wide array 
of policy areas. From policies on immi- 
gration and trade to regulation and labor, 
the TPP and related schemes would pur- 
port to give foreign powers the ability to 
make rules for Americans. In the case of 
the TPP, this would have included both a 
communist dictatorship and an Islamist 
dictatorship. And far from enabling real 
free trade, the deals are composed of 
thousands of pages of secretly negotiated 
tules and regulations establishing a byz- 
antine regional regime more accurately 
characterized as “managed” trade and 
regional governance. 

Among the most significant contro- 
versies that plagued the TPP was the 
treaty’s establishment of kangaroo courts 
purporting to allow foreign corporations 
and even state-owned enterprises to sue 
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Tearing up anti-American treaties: Trump is already working on fulfilling another key campaign 


pledge, to renegotiate or destroy the sovereignty-shredding North American Free Trade 


Agreement (NAFTA) and bring back U.S. jobs. 


American taxpayers for adopting laws 
or policies that might affect their profits. 
The agreement also established an un- 
elected, unaccountable governing board 
that could change the scheme later on, 
without congressional approval. “This 
new structure is known as the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership Commission — a 
Pacific Union — which meets, appoints 
unelected bureaucrats, adopts rules, and 
changes the agreement after adoption,” 
warned Senator Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.), 
a leading congressional opponent of the 
agreement. He was referencing the TPP’s 
similarity to the agreements underpin- 
ning the European Union, which have 
all but crushed national sovereignty and 
self-government across Europe using the 
same deceptive strategy of “free trade.” 
“The 5,554-page accord, disguised as 
a simple trade agreement, commits the 
American people to an international com- 


Among other concerns, President Trump pointed to 
Japan and the communist regime in Beijing, both of 
which make it difficult — if not impossible — to sell 
many U.S. goods in their markets. 
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mission with the power to act around Con- 
gress,” Sessions continued after inspect- 
ing the then-secret document under very 
tight restrictions imposed by the Obama 
administration. “It allows 12 nations [gov- 
ernments and dictators], some with less 
than 1 percent of the GDP of the United 
States, an equal vote in the TPP Commis- 
sion. Actions by this commission separate 
the American people from the policy deci- 
sions that affect their lives. The TPP Com- 
mission is a direct threat to representative 
democracy [sic] and accountability.” In 
other words, instead of self-government 
under the Constitution through elected 
representatives, the TPP would have in- 
stalled an unaccountable supranational 
government to make crucial decisions for 
the American people. 

Senator Sessions, one of Trump’s ear- 
liest and fiercest supporters and now his 
nominee to serve as U.S. attorney general, 
also highlighted the economic ramifica- 
tions of the TPP and similar pseudo-free 
trade regimes. “Americans know these 
agreements have allowed trade practices 
that unfairly close manufacturing plants, 
costing millions of high paying jobs,” 
Sessions explained. “Our people are 
hurting. We cannot afford to lose a single 
job because of a bad trade deal.” Blast- 
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ing “Obama’s globalist agenda,” Sessions 
said radical schemes such as the TPP 
were the reason voters “are in rebellion, 
at home and in Europe.” Trump appar- 
ently got the message, though elements 
of the establishment have not. According 
to a wide range of think tanks across the 
political spectrum, the TPP would have 
further depressed American wages while 
causing even more manufacturing jobs 
to be shipped overseas. A study by the 
Global Development and Environment 
Institute at Tufts University, for example, 
estimated that almost 500,000 jobs would 
be lost in the United States alone across a 
range of industries. 

Ironically, while some establishment 
globalist Republicans such as Senator 
John McCain of Arizona were highly crit- 
ical of Trump’s move to block the TPP, 
some forces traditionally associated with 
the Democrat Party celebrated the action. 
“With this decision, the president has 
taken the first step toward fixing 30 years 
of bad trade policies that have cost work- 
ing Americans millions of good paying 
jobs,” Teamsters Union President James 
Hoffa said in a written statement quoted 
in media reports. Other labor leaders also 
praised the move. Democrats dependent 
on blue-collar and union votes have large- 
ly sided with their constituents, and with 
real conservatives and patriots, in oppos- 
ing schemes such as the TPP, though per- 
haps for different reasons. 

Among the leading forces opposing the 
TPP from the Right was The John Birch 
Society, which publishes this magazine 
and has chapters across America working 
to educate opinion molders and voters. 
“The John Birch Society was arguably 
the first activist organization to oppose 
the TPP,” JBS CEO Art Thompson said 
in an e-mail. “We poured a lot of effort 
into educating people as to the danger of 
these types of foreign entanglements. It 
paid off by providing a more solid base for 
the campaign of 2016. When we started, 
no one knew what we were talking about. 
This demonstrates the power of a concert- 
ed educational campaign.” 

Globalists, predictably, were outraged 
by Trump’s action. “TPP withdrawal 
will slow U.S. [economic] growth, cost 
American jobs, & weaken U.S. standing 
in Asia/world,” claimed Richard Haass, 
president of the establishment global- 
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ist powerhouse known as the Council on 
Foreign Relations, in what sounded like a 
threat. “China could well be [the] principal 
beneficiary.” Haass, a leading establish- 
ment globalist and TPP cheerleader, gave 
multiple interviews slamming Trump’s 
move. It should be remembered, though, 
that the CFR has been exposed even by 
former members who defected, including 
U.S. military leaders, as a hotbed of sub- 
versive activity by fanatics seeking to sell 
out American independence in favor of a 
world government. The TPP was negoti- 
ated for Obama by a CFR operative, too: 
Michael Froman, a “distinguished fellow” 
at the CFR. 

The thoroughly debunked claim that 
China would benefit if the U.S. govern- 
ment refused to surrender sovereignty 
and jobs under the TPP was echoed by 
numerous other establishment global- 
ists on both sides of the aisle. In reality, 
though, even top officials involved in the 
TPP had already proposed allowing the 
regime in Beijing to join the scheme. And 
of course, it was the globalist CFR and 
its leading operators — globalists such 
as David Rockefeller, George Soros, 
and Henry Kissinger — who are most 
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responsible for the massive threat the 
Communist Chinese dictatorship poses 
to the United States, humanity, and free- 
dom around the world today. Kissinger, 
for example, was the main figure respon- 
sible for “opening up” China. And CFR 
members across the federal bureaucracy 
even ensured that the murderous regime 
received “most favored nation” status, al- 
lowing it to siphon away U.S. jobs and 
technology by the ship load. 

Indeed, Rockefeller, a founder of the 
Trilateral Commission, was enamored by 
the ruthless tyrants in Beijing. He was so 
fond of the regime that he even claimed 
in the New York Times after a trip to 
China in the 1970s that Chairman Mao’s 
“social experiment” was “one of the most 
important and successful in human his- 
tory” — despite the savage slaughter of 
tens of millions of innocent people. In 
mid January, top globalists and CFR fig- 
ures were at the World Economic Forum 
in Davos, Switzerland, paying tribute to 
mass-murdering Chinese dictator Xi Jin- 
ping as the new leader of globalism after 
his keynote speech. And as billionaire 
globalist George Soros has explained 
publicly, he thinks Beijing should “own” 


Voice for the people: As a U.S. senator from Alabama, Jeff Sessions, Trump’s pick for attorney 
general, played a key role in exposing the dangerous attacks on self-government and prosperity 
contained in the then-secret TPP “trade” regime. 
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Under Trump’s publicly outlined strategy, the U.S. 
government will pursue balanced bilateral deals with 
other governments rather than sweeping international 


regimes such as the TPP. 


the “New World Order” in the same way 
the United States owned the last one, 
meaning that Communist China should 
be the leading force behind upholding the 
architecture of global governance. 

Foreign powers tried to put a smiley 
face on the developments, with some of- 
ficials pretending that they might pursue 
the deal even without the United States, 
which makes up some 60 percent of the 
economic activity that would have come 
under the TPP’s purview. Before Trump 
was formally sworn in, former Australian 
Prime Minister Kevin Rudd even sug- 
gested that Trump be persuaded to back 
away from his position and dupe voters. 
“If he needs to re-brand this, or re-name it 
or re-constitute it because he’s the presi- 
dent and he said he’d get rid of it then 
fine,” Rudd said, calling for preserving 
“as much substance” as possible. And in 
the days leading up to Trump’s executive 
action, Australian Trade Minister Steven 
Ciobo denied that the TPP was dead, call- 
ing on Trump and Americans not to junk 
the scheme just because there “may be 
aspects that they don’t like.” 

But Trump’s action did not come as a 
surprise to almost anyone. In fact, in No- 
vember, he vowed that scrapping TPP 
would happen immediately after he took 
office. And in his inaugural address last 
week, he made clear that his “America 
First” vision would guide policy. “From 
this moment on, it’s going to be America 
First,” Trump said. “Every decision on 
trade, on taxes, on immigration, on foreign 
affairs, will be made to benefit American 
workers and American families.” He also 
vowed to protect America from what he 
called the “ravages” of other countries 
“making our products, stealing our com- 
panies and destroying our jobs.” As soon 
as Obama was gone, the White House 
website also vowed to kill the TPP. 

On the same day as the action withdraw- 
ing from the TPP, Trump also unleashed 
other constitutional executive actions ap- 
plauded by his supporters. From institut- 
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ing a federal hiring freeze (excluding the 
military), to restoring a longtime ban on 
taxpayer funding for pro-abortion groups 
around the world, Trump went right to 
work, following through on some of the 
most important promises he made on the 
campaign trail. It was a series of crush- 
ing blows to globalism, Big Government, 
the abortion lobby, establishment plans for 
regionalizing governance, 
the undermining of the 
U.S. economy, and more. 
At the January 23 meet- 
ing with corporate leaders 
before his latest orders, 
Trump outlined some of 
his other proposals for 
boosting U.S. manufac- 
turing. “What we want to 
do is bring manufactur- 
ing back to our country,” 
Trump told the chief ex- 
ecutives, which included 
the leaders of major com- 
panies such as Ford, Dow 
Chemical, Lockheed Mar- 
tin, and U.S. Steel. To ac- 
complish that, Trump pro- 
posed slashing corporate 
tax rates from 35 percent 
“down to anywhere from 
15 to 20 per cent,” helping 
bring U.S. tax rates — the 
highest in the developed 
world — back in line with 
those of other industri- 
alized countries. Trump 
also vowed to seek a “very 
major border tax” on com- 
panies that shut down 
their U.S. factories and 
then try to sell goods back 
into the United States. 
Thanks to the hard 
work of grassroots orga- 
nizations across the po- 
litical spectrum, much of 
the Obama agenda is now 
in ruins. Indeed, broad 
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swaths of Obama’s legacy have already 
been abolished the same way the schemes 
came about — with a “pen and a phone” 
— the TPP, an avalanche of regulations, 
tax funding for international abortion 
groups, and more. Of course, undoing 
the damage of the Obama years, and of 
generations of globalist establishment 
machinations, will not be easy. And it is 
unlikely that Trump will even try to undo 
everything. But if the first few days of 
his term are any indication, Trump does 
plan to take firm action against global- 
ism, even if it means clashing with the 
powerful establishment forces that tried 
to destroy him throughout his campaign 
for the presidency. 
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Reading the tea leaves: Despite its own role in empowering the 
Communist Chinese dictatorship, the globalist establishment 
behind the TPP — represented by billionaire banker David 
Rockefeller — now complains that getting out will help China. 
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Uber Driver an Uber Hero 


Uber driver Keith Avila of Sacramento, 
California, saved a teenage girl from sex 
trafficking by being observant and acting 
quickly. 

When Avila picked up two women with 
a teenage girl and drove them to a Holiday 
Inn, he overhead the women openly talk- 
ing about delivering the 16-year-old to a 
“John” for money. 

“The woman in the back started coaching 
the girl,” recalled Avila. “She said, ‘before 
you go in, check for weapons. When you 
hug them and touch them, pat them down.” 

Avila adds, “The woman told the girl 
to get the donation first. She said, ‘Ask 
if they have your donation before you go 
into the room.’” 

Avila told People that the teenage girl 
looked as young as 12 years old, but was 
wearing a very short skirt. 

Avila could not believe what he had 
heard and was astounded by the blatant 
conversation. It was a scenario he never 
imagined witnessing at his job. 

“The worst thing I thought would hap- 
pen when driving Uber is that I would be 
getting drunk passengers and I would have 
to handle them,” Avila told NBC Latino. 
“All my life, I thought about people throw- 
ing up in the car as the worst scenario.” 

After Avila dropped the women off at 
the hotel, he immediately called the police. 

“I was 100 percent sure I knew what 
was happening,” Avila told People. “It 
wasn’t 99.999 percent. It was 100 percent. 
And I knew I had to do something, but I 
didn’t know exactly how I was going to 
do it. I wondered if I should take pictures 
with my phone.” 

Once convinced that something illegal 
was transpiring, Avila listened closely to 
the conversation and was even able to 
learn which hotel room the young girl was 
to go to meet her “john.” He provided all 
of the pertinent information to the police, 
and they arrested Disney Vang, who was 
caught in the hotel room with the teen, 
along with the two women who were de- 
livering the teenage girl to Vang. 

According to NBC Latino, the teenage 
girl turned out to be a runaway. Police placed 
the girl in an “alternative housing situation” 
until she could be reunited with her parents. 
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Officer Chris Trim from Elk Grove 
police credited Avila with saving the girl 
from a life of trafficking: “He could’ve 
said nothing. Went on his way, collected 
his fare. And then that 16-year-old victim 
could’ve been victimized again.” 


Won’t You Let Me Take You 
on a Sea Cruise? 


A worldwide Harvard Business Review 
study found that more than half of employ- 
ees do not believe they are respected or ap- 
preciated by their employers. But employ- 
ees at Bertch Cabinets in Waterloo, Iowa, 
are not likely among that group. 

From January 8 through January 13, 
Bertch Cabinets was closed for business. 
Why? Because the boss, President Gary 
Bertch, treated all 800-plus employees to 
a cruise. 

“Tt’s terrific.... Everyone works hard for 
a common effort and reaps the rewards,” 
Bertch told Today.com. 

According to The Courier, the com- 
pany has been offering trip incentives to 
its employees since 1989, but could not 
continue to provide this benefit to the staff 
after 2005, when the company struggled 
through the economic downturn. “It was 
a long and challenging recovery.... Things 
were tighter than normal financially,” 
Bertch said. 

Now that the economy has improved, 
Bertch Cabinets has been able to bring 
back the very generous incentive program. 

Bertch challenged employees a year 
ago to meet certain goals, and offered the 
cruise as an incentive. 

“We were anticipating we’d have better 
sales again this year,” he said. “We just tried 
to get all of our people pumped up a little 
more to achieve the various goals, both cus- 
tomer-oriented goals and financial goals.” 

Employees were also provided the op- 
tion to opt out of the trip and take the cash 
instead. 

Today.com reported that since the news 
of the cruise has gone viral, other compa- 
nies have reached out to Bertch for advice 
on how to implement a similar program. 
Some of the advice Bertch has offered in- 
cludes using chartered planes to eliminate 
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the difficulties of booking flights and re- 
ducing stress for first-time travelers. 
“Sure, there are some big bad guys in 
business ... but most are good people and 
care for their employees,” Bertch said. 


Teenagers Honor Veteran 


Six teenaged boys took time out of their 
Christmas holiday to serve as pallbearers 
at the funeral of a Navy veteran who died 
without a family. 

The Sun Herald reported that the 
Vietnam War veteran, 70-year-old Jerry 
Wayne Pino, died on December 12. His 
funeral arrangements had reportedly been 
pre-arranged, but he had no pallbearers to 
carry his casket. “He was an unclaimed 
veteran,” said Cathy Warden, who works 
at the funeral home that handled Pino’s 
services, Riemann Family Funeral Homes. 

Warden asked her son, Bryce, if he would 
mind serving as a pallbearer. Bryce already 
had plans to be out of town on the day of 
the funeral, but his friends were more than 
happy to step in. Within minutes of texting 
his friends, he had enough volunteers. 

In total, six students from Long Beach 
High School — JT Tripp, Bailey Griffin, 
Joseph Ebberman, Jake Strong, Kenny 
McNutt, and James Kneiss — volunteered 
to serve as pallbearers. All of them play 
for the Long Beach football team. 

“Bryce sent the text and asked them to 
wear khaki pants, shirts and ties. “Let’s do 
this!’ he told his classmates. Almost im- 
mediately, they said yes,” Warden said. 

Tripp’s mother took to Facebook to 
praise the boys for their good deed. “This 
morning, JT and fellow Bearcats will be 
pallbearers at a veteran’s funeral service,” 
said Stacie Tripp in the post. “Proud mom 
when he told me that no one should be 
buried without people who care present, 
especially a veteran.” 

“Exposure to patriotism and respect 
comes from the home, schools, and com- 
munity. Proud of all these boys!” The boys 
were presented with the U.S. flag by the 
honor guards at Pino’s service. They in- 
tend to hang the flag in the football team’s 
locker room, along with a plaque honoring 
Pino’s service. Ml 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Third-pa 
Plave' 


As in the 2016 presidential election, past 
political factions have splintered, with the 
disaffected politicos claiming betrayal. In the 
early 1800s, they were the Tertium Quids. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


“Adherence to men is often disloyalty to principles.” 
— John Taylor of Caroline 


ake America Great Again. This motto became very 
M popular as the campaign catchphrase of Donald Trump, 
the 45th president of the United States. 

Though Donald Trump’s margin of victory was, in the end, 
substantial, the presidential election of 2016 was exceedingly 
vitriolic, and there were attempts and rumors of attempts by dis- 
affected voters to find, fund, and elect an alternative option, a 
third-party candidate. 

In the end, there were a couple of candidates who received a 
statistical smattering of votes, not enough to make any impact 
on the inevitable choice between the Democrats represented by 
Hillary Clinton and the Republicans represented by the eventual 
winner, Donald Trump. 

All the foregoing is widely known. What is less familiar is that 
there was another episode in American history that had several 
key similarities to the presidential campaign of 2016. 

In this earlier era, the third party was committed to so strict a 
construction of the Constitution that in the end it even marked 
one of its own as a tool of tyranny. That alleged deserter to the 
cause: Thomas Jefferson. 

His allies turned accusers: the Terttum Quids. And their story 
is interesting and illustrative. 


There and Back Again, a Third Way 

Following the enactment of the Alien and Sedition Acts, Re- 
publicans began developing strategies to spike the statutes and 
disgorge the Federalists of the immense power — power they 
were using, according to the Republicans, to deny Americans 
(and aliens) of their fundamental rights to free speech, freedom 
of assembly, and freedom of the press. Jacobinism, the radical 
political movement imported from Europe that fanned the flames 
of revolution and ushered in the Reign of Terror in France, was a 
very real threat to the young American Republic. But the viola- 
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Tried and true? Thomas Jefferson was known for his policy of strict 
adherence to the enumeration of powers set out in the Constitution. 

As president, however, some in his own party complained that he had 
trespassed beyond the boundaries of executive authority established by 
that document. 


tion of civil liberties in response to this threat was not the proper 
solution, any more than is the violation of liberties today the an- 
swer to the threat of terrorism. 

One of the first salvos fired at the Federalists was launched 
by none other than the dynamic duo of Thomas Jefferson and 
James Madison. Together these two titans of liberty drafted the 
Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions, respectively. These propos- 
als laid out in very plain language the authors’ understanding of 
the proper relationship between federal and state governments. 

Republicans from Boston to Savannah cheered the passage of 
the measures by the two states’ legislatures, and although the 
authors’ identities remained unconfirmed for years, the Kentucky 
and Virginia Resolutions (followed soon thereafter by Madison’s 
Report of 1800) were adopted by advocates of limited govern- 
ment as articles of faith. 

These rock-ribbed adherents of small government and state 
sovereignty were unwavering in their defense of federalism and 
in their efforts to prevent Federalists such as Alexander Ham- 
ilton, John Jay, John Adams, and others from accomplishing 
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Following the enactment of the Alien and Sedition Acts, 
Republicans began developing strategies to spike the statutes and 
disgorge the immense power to deny Americans (and aliens) of their 


fundamental rights to free speech, freedom of assembly, etc. 


their aim of enlarging the sphere of fed- 
eral authority and reducing the states to a 
permanently subordinate political status. 

At the beginning of the battle, Thomas 
Jefferson and James Madison served as de 
facto commanders of the Republicans, the 
name of the loose confederation of leg- 
islators, philosophers, and freemen who 
fought to force the federal beast back in- 
side the confines of its constitutional cage. 

With the election of 1800, the Federalists 
were defeated and Thomas Jefferson was 
elected president, thus bringing the excess- 
es and usurpations of the High Federalists 
to a glorious end. Or so they thought. 

Not long after Jefferson was inaugu- 
rated, many of his ersatz allies found 
themselves criticizing the Sage of Mon- 
ticello for what they perceived as Jeffer- 
son’s exercise of unconstitutional power. 
Although as a candidate and proponent 


of the Republican political philosophy he 
proclaimed allegiance to the Constitution 
and to the principle of limited government, 
as president, Thomas Jefferson softened 
his stance and took a more moderate tack. 

This is not behavior the Old Republi- 
cans — as they had come to be known — 
could accept, particularly from one of their 
own. They did not seek to swap a Feder- 
alist tyrant for one calling himself a Re- 
publican. They saw Jefferson’s measured 
reform of Federalist programs and policies 
— he never repealed any of the measures 
enacted by the Hamiltonians during the 
Federalist era — as a repudiation of re- 
publicanism and as an act of partisan self- 
promotion that they could not be coerced 
to either accept or advance. 

This cadre of small government, state 
sovereignty supporters offered a differ- 
ent approach to administering the pow- 


Laws mean something: Two of the ablest and most ardent defenders of the strict interpretation 
of the Constitution were John Randolph of Roanoke and John Taylor of Caroline. These 

men believed that the Constitution was a compact among the states that created the federal 
government; therefore, the states were the rightful arbiters of federal authority. 
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ers enumerated in the Constitution and 
to maintaining the bright lines separating 
state and federal bailiwicks. They offered 
a third way, a tertium quid, from the Latin 
for “third thing.” 


The Old Republican Guard 


John Taylor of Caroline and John Ran- 
dolph of Roanoke were the leading lights 
of the Tertium Quid cohort. They be- 
lieved, as explained by F. Thornton Mill- 
er in his foreword to the Liberty Fund 
edition of Taylor’s Tyranny Unmasked, 
that “those who were attracted to power 
— ‘majority men’ tended always to be- 
come corrupt and to abuse the trust and 
betray the best interests of the people. For 
this tendency, they had to be watched by 
“minority men.’” 

Taylor was a man of uncompromising 
fidelity to the principles of agrarian repub- 
licanism, popular sovereignty, consent of 
the governed, and the indispensability of 
virtue, valor, and vigilance on the part of 
the people. 

He believed that there was no such 
thing as “the American people,” as the 
Constitution did not create a nation, rath- 
er it was a compact among equal sover- 
eigns whose intent was to unite them in a 
confederacy cooperating in the creation 
of a federal government endowed with 
a few and defined powers, with the re- 
sidual authority remaining in the states 
and the people. 

Taylor advanced the cause of state 
sovereignty as a method of checking the 
inevitable attempt by those possessed of 
federal authority to consolidate power into 
their own hands. 

In fact, the closer the governors were to 
the governed, the better administered that 
government would be and the abler the 
people would be to keep a close, watchful 
eye on their elected representatives. 

Despite his opposition to Jefferson and 
Madison, both of whom he believed had 
violated their staunch republican princi- 
ples while serving as president, John Tay- 
lor’s Republican bona fides were unques- 
tionable. Taylor was the man selected by 
Madison to introduce the Virginia Resolu- 
tion of 1798 to the Virginia Legislature. 
He served in that body, as well as in the 
U.S. Senate. It was while sitting in that 
body that he died in 1824. 

Together with John Taylor, John Ran- 
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States as saviors: James Madison was the fourth president of the United States and the third 
from Virginia. He also authored (anonymously at the time) the Virginia Resolution. The Virginia 
Resolution declares a warm affection for the union and describes the correct constitutional 
relationship between the federal and state governments. The latter, Madison writes, are “duty 
bound” to “interpose” between federal tyranny and the people of the states. 


dolph was a member of the Virginia 
gentry who dutifully served his fellow 
citizens of the Old Dominion. And with 
Taylor, he believed that the Articles of 
Confederation could have been repaired 
and thus opposed the ratification of the 
Constitution, the document that replaced 
that prior pact. 

Randolph was an eloquent and able ad- 
vocate of the agrarian tradition that he held 
as the only hope of protecting and perpetu- 
ating the form of government that would 
remain small, limited, and under the close, 
ever-watchful eye of the governed. 

Randolph, during his service in the 
House of Representatives, often reminded 
his colleagues and his constituents that 
true republican — that is, representative 
— government could only be maintained 
in a small geographical area. He consid- 
ered the Madisonian vision of a large, 
commercial republic to be chimerical and 
to be the setting of an inevitable slouch 
toward social sycophancy, moral degen- 
eracy, and political despotism. 

As the leader of the Tertium Quids 
(once they had coalesced into some- 
thing of a functioning faction), Ran- 
dolph declared the group’s philosophy 
in a speech he gave in opposition to the 
War of 1812: 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Love of Peace, hatred of offensive 
war, jealousy of the state govern- 
ments to the general government, a 
dread of standing armies, a loathing 
of public debt, taxes, and excises, 
tenderness for the liberty of the citi- 
zen; jealousy, Argus-eyed jealousy, 
of the patronage of the President. 


He further articulated this ideology in a 
speech he made as a member of Congress 
during a debate on apportionment in 1822: 


Government, to be safe and to be free, 
must consist of representatives hav- 
ing acommon interest and a common 
feeling with the representatives.... No 
government extending from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific can be fit to gov- 
ern me or those whom I represent. 
There is death in the pot, compound 
it how you will. No such government 
can exist, because it must want the 
common feeling and the common 
interest with the governed, which is 
indispensable to its existence. 


It was this “common feeling” and “com- 
mon interest” that Taylor and Randolph 
believed were betrayed by Thomas Jef- 
ferson, James Madison, and other repub- 


licans cum Republicans. They observed 
the telltale traits of a “majority men” 
mentality in the early days of the Jeffer- 
son administration. 

The Old Republicans felt genuinely 
(albeit predictably) betrayed by Jefferson 
and the other officeholders once they oc- 
cupied the federal billets. They received 
daily confirmation of this opinion in the 
exercise of extraconstitutional power by 
Jefferson and his associates in the federal 
government. 

To Taylor, Randolph, and the oth- 
ers of their ideological ilk, there were 
two events during Jefferson’s terms that 
widened the political gap between them- 
selves and the president and James Madi- 
son: the Yazoo controversy and the plan 
concocted by Jefferson and Madison to 
acquire Spanish Florida. 


Executive Excesses 

The details of the Yazoo controversy and 
the reasons it resulted in a permanent 
schism between Jeffersonians and the 
Tertium Quids are succinctly explained 
in a selection from a biography of John 
Randolph penned by the inimitable Rus- 
sell Kirk: 


The Yazoo lands of the state of Geor- 
gia had been acquired by speculators, 
through bribery of the Georgia leg- 
islature. An indignant public elected 
new legislators, who proceeded to re- 
pudiate the corrupt bargain. But the 
Yazoo land companies appealed to 
the federal government for compen- 
sation for their losses, pleading that 
the claims had passed already from 
the original speculators to innocent 
purchasers in good faith. 

Madison and Gallatin, backed 
by President Jefferson, advocated 
a compromise by which the Yazoo 
claimants would be paid some com- 
pensation from the federal Treasury, 
though only a fraction of the sums 
they desired. Randolph set his face 
against any payment — with success, 
until he was defeated temporarily in 
the congressional contests of 1813. 
Outraged at such circumventing of 
the will of a sovereign state, John 
Randolph never forgave the other 
Republican leaders for their dallying 
with the Yazoo men. 
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With the election of 1800, the Federalists were defeated and 
Thomas Jefferson was elected president, thus bringing the 
excesses and usurpations of the High Federalists to a glorious 


end. Or so they thought. 


Randolph’s reasons for his excoriation 
of Jefferson and Madison’s meddling in 
matters constitutionally retained by the 
states were proclaimed in an address 
delivered during debate on the issue on 
January 29, 1805: 


If no other reason can be adduced 
but a regard to our own fame, if it 
were only to rescue ourselves from 
this foul imputation, this weak and 
dishonorable compromise ought to 
receive a prompt and decisive rejec- 
tion. Is the voice of patriotism lulled 
to rest? That we no longer hear the 
cry against an overbearing majority, 
determined to put down the Consti- 
tution, and deaf to every proposition 
of compromise? 


And, he continues, “What is the spirit 
against we now struggle? Which we have 
vainly endeavored to stifle? A monster 
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Close enough to be unconstitutional: John Randolph opposed Madison and Jefferson’s 


generated by fraud, nursed in corruption, 
that in grim silence awaits his prey.” 

Answering his own question, Randolph 
continues his denunciation in words that 
sound eerily applicable to our own politi- 
cal climate: 


That spirit which considers the many, 
as made only for a few, which sees in 
government nothing but a job, which 
is never so true to itself as when false 
to the nation. When I see a certain 
party supporting and clinging to such 
a measure, almost to a man, I see men 
faithful only to their own principles; 
pursuing with step and untried zeal, 
the uniform tenor of their political life. 
But when I see associated with them in 
firm compact, others who once rallied 
under the standard of opposite prin- 
ciples, I am filled with apprehension 
and concern. Of what consequence is 
it that aman smiles in your face, holds 
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plan to purchase Spanish Florida from Spain as he had become disillusioned by the French 
Revolution and by Napoleon. Randolph believed that purchasing Spanish Florida would have been 
tantamount to an offensive declaration of war, an act not authorized by the Constitution. 
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out his hand, and declares himself the 
advocate of those political principles 
to which you also are attached, when 
you see him acting with your adver- 
saries upon other principles? 


Next, there was an attempt by Jefferson 
and Madison to acquire Spanish Florida in 
1805. The pair sought to purchase the vast 
tract of land through public funds secretly 
earmarked for that purpose. As for the rest 
of the story, including the reason for the 
Tertium Quids’ opposition, here’s a sum- 
mary again written by Russell Kirk: 


Although he had supported the Loui- 
siana Purchase, Randolph opposed 
with all his vigor the scheme to ac- 
quire Florida from the Spanish gov- 
ernment. In effect, Randolph said, 
this would have been paying black- 
mail to Napoleon, for whom the 
Spanish regime was a mask. Irving 
Brant attributes this unyielding stand 
to Randolph’s dislike of Madison, 
and to his private frustrations. 

But the reasons for Randolph’s at- 
titude lie deeper far. As a champion 
of personal liberty, well before 1806 
Randolph had become disillusioned 
with the French Revolution. 

Napoleon he detested and feared. 
Only for a brief while had he been 
a Gallophile; his real sympathies, all 
his life, lay with England. And Brit- 
ain, in 1806, lay in grave peril. As 
much as any of the Federalists whom 
he condemned, Randolph took Eng- 
lish society and culture for models. 
The abortive Florida purchase would 
have strengthened Napoleon; so Ran- 
dolph went into opposition, his ties 
with the Jeffersonians already having 
been much weakened. 


In speaking against the Florida negotia- 
tions, Randolph’s words, once again, have 
a very familiar ring to those of the 21st 
century. He declared, regarding the war 
with Britain that would likely result from 
the purchase of Florida: 


I declare in the face of day, that this 
government was not instituted for the 
purpose of offensive war. No — it 
was framed (to use its own language) 
for the common defense and the gen- 
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eral welfare, which are inconsistent 
with offensive war. I call that offen- 
sive war which goes out of our juris- 
diction and limits for the attainment 
or protection of objects not within 
those limits and that jurisdiction. As 
in 1798 I was opposed to this spe- 
cies of warfare, because I believed it 
would raze the constitution to its very 
foundation, so in 1806 am I opposed 
to it on the same grounds. 

No sooner do you put the Constitu- 
tion to this use, to a test which it is by 
no means calculated to endure, than 
its incompetency to such purposes 
becomes manifest and apparent to all. 
I fear if you go into a foreign war for 
a circuitous, unfair foreign trade, you 
will come out without your Constitu- 
tion. [Emphasis added. ] 


The Tertium Quid Legacy and 

the Restoration of Republicanism 
Despite the eloquence, the spirit, the zeal, 
and the constitutional soundness of the doc- 
trines of the Tertium Quids, their efforts to 
keep the dogs of war on the leash of popular 


sovereignty and constitutional fidelity was 
futile. The War of 1812 was followed with- 
in less than half a century by the bloodiest 
conflict in the history of the United States, 
a war where every casualty was American. 

Today, there are several groups who 
promote themselves as the latter-day 
legatees of the Tertium Quid philosophy. 
Whether these organizations are genuinely 
guided by the lights of the Old Republi- 
cans is debatable. 

What is certain, however, is that the 
trajectory of the Third Way espoused by 
John Taylor of Caroline, John Randolph 
of Roanoke, and the rest of the now 
all-but-forgotten Old Republicans who 
composed the Tertium Quids should be 
studied by contemporary constitutional- 
ists, small-government republicans, and 
anyone who opposes the enlargement of 
the federal government under successive 
terms of presidents both Democrat and 
Republican. 

These principles deserve a second look 
and a time of diligent study by those who 
refuse to allow the states to be reduced to 
nothing more than administrative subunits 


of an all-powerful imperial authority. The 
writings and speeches of Taylor and Ran- 
dolph should be read and re-read by those 
who believe that government is a neces- 
sary evil at best, and that for it to be kept 
from accumulating all political power, 
it must also be kept close enough to the 
governed for them to check usurpations at 
their very beginnings. 

And as for making America great again, 
the Tertium Quids considered virtue the 
sine qua non of self-government. There 
is no liberty without virtue, they believed. 
Without virtue (and the religious devotion 
that upholds and encourages it) men would 
allow themselves to be bewitched by a ty- 
rant’s proffer of luxury and comfort. With- 
out the tether of virtue, Americans would 
exchange freedom — the greatest of God’s 
gifts to mankind — for safety. 

The Tertium Quids unwaveringly 
warned against succumbing to such seduc- 
tions. Through the reading of their words, 
the Tertium Quids can, even today, boldly 
promise their modern countrymen that 
America will be great again when Ameri- 
cans become good again. Ml 
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The STOP the FREE TRADE Agenda Action Page is filled with information that allows 
you to learn more, inform others, and take action! Join the fight to preserve our personal 
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freedoms and national independence by stopping congressional approval of any new 


multilateral free-trade agreements, such as the Transatlantic Trade and Investment 


Partnership (TTIP). 


Visit the Action page NOW! www.jbs.org/issues-pages/stop-the-free-trade-agenda 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


A Mother’s Love 


The CBS affiliate in Charlotte, North 
Carolina, reported on January 23 that a 
mother put her life on the line to save her 
children from a dangerous intruder. The 
incident unfolded when 32-year-old Phuc 
Hong Doan allegedly tried breaking in to 
a southwest Charlotte house. A woman 
who lived in a neighboring house saw 
Doan attempting to gain entry to the house 
and inadvertently got his attention. When 
Doan saw the woman watching him, he 
allegedly approached her and attacked her. 
The woman, Kim Badger, fought back, 
but Doan was able to overpower her. “We 
wrestled on the front porch. I tried keeping 
him from going into the house. Evidently 
I lost, he got in the house,” Badger told 
WBTV. Doan forced his way into Bad- 
ger’s house and grabbed a knife from the 
kitchen. Badger tried to get the knife away 
but was unsuccessful. 

Badger kept a loaded pistol in her house 
and was able to retrieve it in time to fire 
at Doan before he could hurt her with the 
knife. The shot would prove fatal, as Doan 
collapsed to the ground. He was later de- 
clared dead at the scene by medics. Badger 
was shaken from the encounter, but she 
said the one thing that kept her fighting 
was the thought of her two sons who were 
also in the house at the time of the shoot- 
ing. “Didn’t think anything but keeping 
the kids safe. I was keeping my sons safe,” 
Badger told WBTV. Law enforcement is 
still investigating the crime, and Doan’s 
motives remain unknown at this time. 


Hot Spot for Drugs 
and Gang Activity 


A neighborhood that recently experienced 
an uptick in crime in Albuquerque, New 
Mexico, was the scene of a shooting on 
January 21. The Albuquerque Journal re- 
ported on January 23 that an Albuquerque 
residence was broken in to by two masked 
burglars. Albuquerque Police Department 
spokesman Simon Drobik issued a press 
release that explained that the homeowner 
was alerted to their presence and armed 
himself. The armed man confronted the 
two masked intruders, who were dressed 
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all in black, and ordered them to halt. 
When the man observed what appeared 
to be a “blunt object or edged weapon,” 
he feared for his life and fired at the sus- 
pects. He injured one of the men, who col- 
lapsed in his yard, but the other suspect 
was able to flee the scene. The man called 
911, and authorities soon arrived to dis- 
cover the lifeless body of a masked man 
lying in front of the house. The A/buquer- 
que Journal interviewed neighbors, who 
claimed that the area “had recently dete- 
riorated and that nearby vacant homes had 
become hot spots for drug and gang activ- 
ity.” Some claimed that drug activity had 
always plagued the neighborhood, but the 
problem had gotten worse recently causing 
crime rates to skyrocket. “They’re running 
out of stuff on the outside (of the houses) 
to take,” the neighbor, who wished to re- 
main nameless, said. “I’m just scared for 
my family,” the man added. 

Albuquerque Police Department 
spokesman Drobik did explain that the 
homeowner “was in fear for his life” but 
that the investigation is still ongoing, and 
the second suspect who fled the scene is 
still being sought. 


A Good Guy With a Gun 


The Christian Science Monitor reported 
on January 13 about a shooting that sup- 
ported a common argument in support of 
gun rights. 

Anti-gun activists ridicule the argument 
that a “good guy with a gun” can help to 
save innocent lives, but an Arizona state 
trooper is living evidence that it’s true. 
The incident in question involved an 
armed passerby, later identified as Thomas 
Yoxall of Arizona, who came to the rescue 
of an Arizona state trooper. 

Trooper Edward Andersson’s morning 
started out like most others when he was 
notified by his dispatcher that there was 
an assailant shooting at cars at a rural sec- 
tion of Interstate 10 about 50 miles west 
of Phoenix. Andersson drove to the scene 
and discovered an overturned car, with a 
woman who was lying nearby, presumably 
because she had been ejected from the ve- 
hicle. Andersson followed his training and 
began setting up flares around the scene 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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of what he believed to be a routine traffic 
accident, but then he heard bullets being 
fired. Andersson was immediately shot in 
the shoulder and the chest and fell to the 
ground with serious injuries. Andersson 
was on the ground when the shooting sus- 
pect approached him and began violently 
beating him. 

That is when Yoxall, the “good guy with 
a gun,” showed up. Yoxall was driving by 
and witnessed the savage beating, and he 
pulled over to assist the fallen trooper. 
Luckily, Yoxall kept a loaded firearm in 
his car and exited his vehicle with the 
weapon in his hands. Yoxall yelled for the 
assailant to stop his violent attack, but the 
suspect refused to comply. 

This left Yoxall with no other option but 
to shoot the attacker. The suspect’s life- 
less body fell to the ground near where the 
trooper lay. The motorist used Andersson’s 
radio to call for help, and more authori- 
ties soon arrived on the scene. Both the 
suspect and the woman whose body was 
near the vehicle were later determined to 
be deceased. The suspect was later iden- 
tified as Leonard Pennelas-Escobar, who 
was in the country illegally at the time of 
the shooting. The woman, Vanessa Mo- 
nique Lopez-Ruiz, who was in a romantic 
relationship with Escobar, later died from 
her injuries. 

Colonel Frank Milstead of the Arizona 
Department of Public Safety made a state- 
ment, reported by the Christian Science 
Monitor, indicating that he was grateful 
for the actions of the good Samaritan: “I 
would just say, at this point, “Thank You,’ 
because I don’t know that my trooper 
would be alive today without his assis- 
tance.” Arizona does have a “defense of 
third person” statute that allows citizens 
to use deadly force in defense of others. 

The Christian Science Monitor pub- 
lished an interview with National Rifle 
Association World Shooting Champion 
Dianna Muller this past September when 
this subject came up. Muller said, “Hu- 
mans can use our brains. And we can use 
guns as a defense, not an offensive. It’s the 
ultimate defense — it levels the playing 
field.... Good guys with guns do make a 
difference.” Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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While Driving Out of Town, 
Obama’s EPA Rushes 

to Judgment Over Gas 
Mileage Mandates 


Item: The Associated Press reported on 
January 13, 2017, in an article entitled 
“Obamas EPA moves to preserve gas 
mileage requirements,” that the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency had just moved 
“to preserve strict fuel-economy stan- 
dards put in place by the Obama admin- 
istration, making it difficult for the Trump 
administration to undo them. 

“The EPA said in late November that it 
completed a required midterm review of 
Corporate Average Fuel Economy stan- 
dards and decided they should not be re- 
laxed as requested by the auto industry. 
The move in the waning days of Obamas 
tenure brought protests from the industry. 
A trade group accused the EPA of playing 
politics and rushing its determination. 

“Pollution reduction targets for the 
years 2022-2025 that were put in place 
in 2012 ... will remain. That means the 
fleet of new cars will have to average 51.4 
miles per gallon by 2025, up from 33.2 in 
2015, the latest year available.” 

ITEM: The departing administrator of the 
EPA, Gina McCarthy, according to the 
New York Times on January 14, “said 
that the industry had proven it could con- 
sistently improve fuel economy and re- 
duce greenhouse gases since the current 
rules were adopted five years ago.” The 
paper quoted her saying, “At every step 
in the process, the analysis has shown 
that the greenhouse gas emissions stan- 
dards for cars and light trucks remain 
affordable and effective through 2025.” 
Irem: Reuters on January 13 said that 
McCarthy's move “finalized a determina- 
tion that the landmark fuel efficiency rules 
instituted by President Barack Obama 
should be locked in through 2025, a bid to 
maintain a key part of his administration s 
climate legacy.” 

The wire service went on to say that 
“legal experts” maintained that it “will be 
more difficult for the Trump administra- 
tion and Congress to undo the determina- 
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We’ll hug on it and call it good: Former president Barack Obama and EPA administrator Gina 
McCarthy used their offices to impose scads of costly regulations on industry in the name of 
regulating greenhouse gases. Congress never voted on these changes. 


tion than to unwind other regulatory ac- 
tions issued by the Obama administration 
during its final months in office. The 2025 
determination is not a new regulation, so 
the EPA, under Trump, would likely have 
to go through an extensive process before 
withdrawing the determination, and could 
face lawsuits from environmental groups if 
they took that step.” 

CORRECTION: Not surprisingly, the “ex- 
perts” who say that EPA’s midnight moves 
— actions that broke its own deadlines — 
are somehow enduring are being fed their 
lines by the regulators. The assertions 
come from the Environmental Protection 
Agency and their lawyers — the same 
people who call a 98-page single-spaced 
document a “brief.” 

Some “rules” are apparently more equal 
than others, if you want to believe those 
handing out and adjudicating the regula- 
tions. 

Other experts, who are generally 
deemed unsuitable to cite by the main- 
stream media, know otherwise. 

Keep in mind the history of the Obama 
administration in general, and the EPA 
specifically. Over the years, the adminis- 
tration piled on regulations and increased 
the CAFE (Corporate Average Fuel Econ- 
omy) standards, at the predicted cost of 


thousands of dollars per vehicle. Then 
even more strict regulations were man- 
dated. (As of early 2017, according to the 
EPA, the fleet-wide average for cars and 
light trucks is about 26 miles per gallon. 
The agency’s standards are purposefully 
unrealistic.) 

By way of background, let’s take a look 
at CAFE. The federal diktats were first 
said to be necessary to reduce the nation’s 
dependence on foreign oil. But intrusive 
bureaucrats can’t go a day without doing 
someone good. Now, or so we are told, 
the tighter regulations are needed to keep 
down the temperature of the planet. 

(Really. There are even statistics to 
“prove” this. Here is what the EPA boast- 
ed would ensue if it got the full standards 
it wanted for vehicles for 2017-2022: 
The results of the analysis demonstrated, 
among others, that “global mean tempera- 
ture is estimated to be reduced by 0.0076 
to 0.0184” degrees C. Wow! If you want 
to believe that estimate, the benefit would 
not even reach two-hundredths of a de- 
gree centigrade. You can take that to the 
bank. On the other hand, the compliance 
costs have been estimated at $200 billion 
by automakers. You can take that out of 
your bank.) 

The cost of imposing fuel-economy 
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No cars for you: The EPA has mandated that vehicles need to get in excess of 50 mpg by the year 
2025, though crude oil is plentiful. Private estimates project additional costs at many thousands of 
dollars per vehicle, pricing the poor and many middle-income people out of the new-car market. 


standards has been studied by many. And 
there are built-in difficulties in measur- 
ing how much vehicles might cost if car- 
makers and consumers did not have the 
EPA and other federal agencies interfer- 
ing with their decision-making processes. 
Nonetheless, with that caveat, below are 
some key conclusions of Heritage Foun- 
dation scientific models, as summarized 
last year by Salim Furth, Ph.D., a re- 
search fellow in macroeconomics in the 
Center for Data Analysis, of the Institute 
for Economic Freedom and Opportunity, 
and David Kreutzer, Ph.D., a senior re- 
search fellow for energy economics and 
climate change in the Center for Data 
Analysis: 

¢ Economists and engineers accurately 
predicted that the MY (model year) 2016 
standards would hurt consumers by at 
least $3,800 per car; 

¢ Since the Obama-era standards took 
effect, average new car prices have risen 
to $6,200 above trend; 

¢ CAFE standards will continue to tight- 
en, reaching 49.6 mpg in 2025; 

¢ The higher prices will force millions 
of lower-income households out of the 
new-car market; 

¢ CAFE standards have a trivial impact 
on global warming — hundredths of a de- 
gree at most; and 
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¢ Regulation limits consumers’ choices 
regarding safety, comfort, and affordability. 

Since the latest EPA standards were 
possible technologically, but not feasible 
at a price point consumers wanted, a key 
safety valve of the 2012 regulation was 
required. The feds were to make a mid- 
term evaluation by next year. At that point, 
says William Yeatman, a senior fellow at 
the Competitive Enterprise Institute, the 
“regulators would decide whether the 
2025 goal was achievable.” 

However, on November 30, recounted 
Yeatman, the EPA “unexpectedly an- 
nounced that it had conducted a mid- 
term review, and was proposing to adjust 
the 2025 standard to 51.4 mpg, and thus 
largely maintain the existing rules.” Short 
weeks later, the EPA issued a “final de- 
termination” upholding the November 
proposal. 

The midterm evaluation for the 2025 
fuel-efficiency standards was not due 
until April 2018. The political climate 
changed, however; and the radicals at the 
top of the EPA decided they should barrel 
through the evaluation at the conclusion of 
Obama’s lame-duck period. 

In so doing, observed Peter Welch, the 
president and CEO of the National Auto- 
mobile Dealers Association, the Obama 
administration 
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just made new cars and trucks thou- 
sands of dollars more expensive for 
America’s working men and women. 
Expensive and unaffordable new cars 
will drive Americans into less effi- 
cient, less clean and less safe used 
cars — undermining the very goals 
of this policy. We urge the incoming 
Trump Administration to withdraw 
today’s action. 


Meanwhile, many in Congress are not tak- 
ing the word of those who make up the 
rules, however so described, who claim 
that their edicts have been “finalized.” 
Republicans on Capitol Hill, reported the 
Detroit News, blasted the Obama adminis- 
tration for “short-circuiting the evaluation 
process for emission rules and sticking it 
to consumers and auto companies.” 

As three GOP congressmen said, by the 
EPA’s “own estimates, these rules have 
already boosted sticker prices by nearly 
$1,000 and may add another $1,000 by 
2025.” In a joint statement, Representa- 
tives Fred Upton (R-Mich.), John Shimkus 
(R-III.), and Bob Latta (R-Ohio) went on: 


Some analysts believe the impact will 
be considerably higher. For the sake 
of vehicle affordability and safety, as 
well as the health of the automotive 
sector, we need to make sure that the 
standards have been set at achievable 
levels, but EPA’s rushed analysis falls 
far short. If the EPA won’t do its job 
and take a careful look at these regu- 
lations, then Congress will. 


Looking for common sense within the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency is going to 
be a hard task. A goodly number can’t tell 
the difference between working up steam 
and generating a fog. To be fair, they are 
accomplished at the latter. 

Propaganda to the contrary, edicts from 
the EPA are not holy writ. Nor are their 
proclamations eternal. There actually are 
ways to escape their snares. 

As has been explained by Marlo Lewis, 
a senior fellow at the Competitive Enter- 
prise Institute with a Ph.D. from Harvard 
University, the EPA’s action is 
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either a rule or it is not. If it is a rule, 
then it is vulnerable to quick repeal 
via the Congressional Review Act 
(CRA), which enables Congress to 
veto regulations adopted within the 
previous 60 legislative days. CRA 
resolutions of disapproval cannot be 
filibustered, as they require only sim- 
ple majorities to pass. If both cham- 
bers of Congress pass the resolution 
and the President signs it, the targeted 
tule is overturned. 

The EPA and its allies, predictably, 
claim the MTE [midterm evaluation] 
is not a rule, only the evaluation of 
a rule. However, the CRA definition 
of rule includes any agency statement 
of particular or general applicabil- 
ity and future effect that interprets, 
implements, or prescribes policy or 
law. The MTE easily fits within that 
capacious definition. 


One must admit that these statists are pol- 
ished folks — in a slippery sort of way. 
And they want it their way. The regulators 
and their media echo chamber just keep 
insisting that the midterm evaluation is not 
a “rule.” Yet, as Dr. Lewis has observed, 


The EPA and its allies also claim 


President Trump cannot legally with- 
draw it. Why? Because it has gone 
through the public notice and com- 
ment process. But isn’t that tanta- 
mount to saying it is a rule? 

But let’s assume it is not a rule. 
How then does it legally bind anyone 
to do or forbear from doing anything? 

Also, how does the EPA’s prema- 
ture finalization of the MTE excuse 
the agency from fulfilling its regu- 
latory commitment under the 2012 
joint rulemaking to coordinate its 
final MTE with NHTSA’s? [The Na- 
tional Highway Transportation Safety 
Administration is also a party to the 
fuel-standard power grab.] Either the 
EPA’s action is simply unlawful, or 
the Trump administration would have 
an opportunity to modify the EPA’s 
MTE in the process of coordinating 
it with NHTSA’s. 


Perhaps the new Trump administration 
will deep-six the evaluation. And it is 
possible that the GOP-led Congress will 
require a less-restrictive path. That’s 
a low bar. It wouldn’t take much to do 
better than the Obama administration. In 
recent years, as has been noted by Mike 
Nasi of Balanced Energy for Texas, this 


Your choice or mine? Even as Americans increasingly choose large vehicles, the government is 
trying to force them into smaller, more fuel-efficient vehicles. The coercion is meant to reduce 
greenhouse gases though the measures will have almost no effect on the Earth’s temperatures. 
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nation has been hit by “a major onslaught 
of overreaching federal regulations, with 
the imposition of 229 major regulations 
since 2009 at a cost of $108 billion an- 
nually. Under President Obama, the EPA 
accounted for nine of the 43 new major 
rules in 2015, increasing annual regula- 
tory costs by $11.1 billion.” 

Numerous researchers have demon- 
strated the inefficiencies, if not detri- 
ments, of the mandatory CAFE standards. 
“Economists have estimated that per gal- 
lon of gasoline saved, the old CAFE stan- 
dards cost three to six times as much as a 
gasoline tax,” wrote Lucas Davis last year. 
Davis is an economist at the University of 
California, Berkeley. 

You and I are paying for it. And it is 
costly. The current regulations alone call 
for the price tag to rise considerably down 
the road. 

If Congress were to repeal the standards, 
it would be huge boon for those buying 
cars in 2025, as has been demonstrated 
by Drs. Furth and Kreutzer of the Heri- 
tage Foundation (cited above) — saving 
at least $7,200 per vehicle. Short of that, 
the new administration could ease the rule 
for future model years. If the CAFE were 
to be set at 27.5 miles per gallon, say these 
experts, it “would save 2025 car buyers 
at least $5,900 per vehicle.” Or freezing 
the standards at model year 2016 level 
“would save future buyers at least $3,400 
per vehicle.” 

When it comes to the EPA and its role in 
driving up the cost of vehicles, more edu- 
cation is need. At this point, there seems 
to be no groundswell demanding that the 
decisions about fuel-efficient vehicles be 
stripped from federal regulators and the 
responsibilities given back to automakers 
and car buyers. 

Meanwhile, even many pro-regulation 
advocates acknowledge that increasing 
the gasoline tax would be the more “effi- 
cient” course to pushing demand for high- 
mileage cars, if it is government efficiency 
that drives your boat. Yet, taking that route 
would be politically risky. And the average 
standard level of courage on Capitol Hill is 
generally on the low side. Mi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


“Love Trumps Hate!” (And if you disagree, WE’LL KILL YOU!) 


GG ove trumps hate! 
Love’ trumps 
hate!” So chant- 


ed the belligerent anti-Trump 
throngs, as they linked arms 
to illegally block American 
citizens — men, women, 
young people, and children, 
including military servicemen 
in uniform — from attending 
the inauguration of President 
Donald John Trump. “Love 
trumps hate!” they screamed, 
as one of the anti-Trump 
“protesters” reached through 
the crowd with a lighter to 
set a young pro-Trump girl’s 
hair on fire. “Love trumps 
hate!” the #J20 protesters in 
Washington, D.C., shouted, as fellow #J20 protesters were run- 
ning amok with hammers, rocks, and other weapons, smashing 
cars and windows, terrorizing inauguration-goers, and setting a 
limousine on fire, which sent smoke clouds (along with some 
anxiety and panic) along the inaugural parade route. 

Ironically, the destroyed limo was owned by a Muslim immi- 
grant, Muhammad Ashraf, who was not a Trump supporter. And 
his driver, who was in the limo when it was attacked and suffered 
injuries that required hospital attention, is a Hispanic employee, 
Luis Villaroel. Of course, one of the other anti-Trump mantras 
alternating with “Love trumps hate!” is “No hate, no fear, immi- 
grants are welcome here!” But if some immigrants get in the way 
of the righteous Marxist-Leninist Trump haters, well, that’s ac- 
ceptable collateral damage, for as Lenin reputedly quipped, “You 
can’t make an omelet without breaking a few eggs.” 

During this past election cycle we have witnessed an unprec- 
edented outpouring of hateful, malicious, intolerant, and even 
murderous rhetoric from anti-Trump celebrities, prominent indi- 
viduals, and public figures. The following are but a tiny fraction 
of the hateful acts by the “Love trumps hate!” folks: 

¢ Pop/porn diva Madonna told the global audience to the 
Women’s March on Washington, “Welcome to the revolution 
of love,” before saying she’s “thought a lot about blowing up 
the [Trump] White House,” and then blasting opponents with 
F-bomb vulgarity. 

¢ Ted Kornblum, founder and CEO of Magnatone company, 
posted on January 30 on his personal Facebook page: “Rest easy 
people, itll take only 100 days till Trump gets a bullet in the 
head!” 

¢ Matt Harrigan, CEO of tech company PacketSled, posted 
a series of Facebook threats after the election, including: “I’m 
going to kill the president. Elect.”; “Bring it secret service”; 
“Nope, getting a sniper rifle and perching myself where it 
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counts. Find a bedroom in 
the whitehouse that suits you 
[expletive]. I'll find you.”; “In 
no uncertain terms, [exple- 
tive] you America.” 

¢ Don King, a senior banker 
with international megabank 
BNP Paribas Tweeted: “Rape 
Melania then decapitate the 
[expletive]. Cmon ISIS where 
you at when we need you.” 
(The “Rape Melania” theme 
appeared around the country 
on posters carried by anti- 
Trump protesters.) 

¢ Monisha Rajesh, a Lon- 
don-based writer for the es- 
tablishment-left Guardian of 
Great Britain, Tweeted: “It’s 
about time for a presidential assassination.” 

¢ Hussam Ayloush, spokesman for the Council on American 
Islamic Relations (CAIR), issued a Tweet calling for the over- 
throw of the U.S. government following the announcement that 
Trump had been elected. 

¢ Ethan Fedida, director of social media at the California- 
based news website Ozy.com and a writer for the liberal-left 
pro-Obama/pro-Clinton Huffington Post, Tweeted: “Looking on 
the bright side: the stress of the presidency should help kill @ 
realDonaldTrump faster.” 

* Joss Whedon, director of the Avengers movies and donor 
of $1 million to a pro-Hillary Clinton SuperPAC, Tweeted this 
coup-sounding comment after Trump had been legally elected: 
“This is simple: Trump cannot CANNOT be allowed a term in 
office. It’s not about 2018. It’s about RIGHT NOW.” 

Have any of the people uttering these threats or inflamma- 
tory, vulgar remarks been held to account? Have Hillary Clin- 
ton, Barack Obama, Charles Schumer, Elizabeth Warren, and 
Nancy Pelosi denounced the incendiary rhetoric and violent 
demonstrations? To the contrary, in their speeches they have 
helped further incite the extremists. Have the moralists of the 
lamestream media named and shamed the advocates of assas- 
sination and violence? Hah! The mavens of Big Media have 
instead covered for them and have continued to stoke the anti- 
Trump atmosphere that guarantees a continuation of the vicious 
“Love trumps hate!” hypocrisy. 

Or perhaps “Love is hate!” would be a better catch-phrase, 
echoing the Orwellian slogans “War is peace,” “Freedom is slav- 
ery,’ and “Ignorance is strength.” 

It’s up to us — you, me, and all Americans who are truth 
lovers — to name and shame those who are sowing discord and 
promoting violence, and to expose those who are aiding, abet- 
ting, and encouraging them. Hf 
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